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of the Whole on the state of the Union had, Mr. STANLY. I was not complaining of u 
ting to order, had under consideration the state of the ; 


. conduet of the Chair. 
» generally, and particularly House bill No. 207, being 


The SPEAKER. I 


so undersand; 


upply deficiencies in the appropriations for th eo 
f the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1852,° and had necessary, in order to understand the h story ol 
clusion thereon. the proceedings, that the facts be stated as they 
“COMPROMISE MEASURES really occurred. 1 recollect noucing, the next 
‘Mr. Jacksos. [ask the Chair, what is the regular | morning, that the report was imperfect in that 
ae he call respect. 
r Sp K he first Dulsiness in order is the cali ot roa - 1} 

‘The RAKER s : ) a . 3 . er ret , 
States for resolutions, beginning with South Carolina. Mr. J N ES, of = CRUE ssee, I recollect very 
“Mr. JacKSON. I move that the House do now proceed distinetly that the Chair did announce that there 


regular erder of business. If there are no resolutions 


: were 10 resolutions from the State of South Caro- 
offered from the State of South Carolina, [ havea 


lina, and 


the 
be 


7 ~ from 
ution to offer when Georgia is called ‘ 


that resolutions were in order 


esolu 2. o 

‘The SPEAKER. Resolutionsare in order from the State Georgia. , sagt < ed 

Georgia. Mr. STANLY. I have no doubt that the gen- 
‘«Mr. Jackson. I offer the following resolution, upon | tleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jones] speaks from 
the passage of whi h I move the previous question. his recollection: but we must all have our own 


‘Mr.Canetviof Florida. I move that the House do now 


our 

i Mr Jones, of Tennessee. I wish to make this inquiry 
the Chair: Lf the House adjourn now, what will be the 
vosition of the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia ? 
"Mr. Gentry. The resolution has not been received 

r read 

“Mr. Jones. I rise to aquestion of order. The gentle- 
man from Georgia, as I understand it, is upon the floor until 
his resolution is read; and until he yields the floor no gen 
leman can get it to move that the House adjourn. 

“The Speaker. ‘The Chair is of the opinion that the 
resolution would be in order when resolutions are again 
called for. The resolution will, however, be read tor in 
formation 

rhe resolution was then read. ] 

“The Speaker. The gentleman from Ge orgia moves 
ihe resolution Which has just been read, and upon its pas 
sage he calls the previous question. 

“Mr. Fowter. I move thatthe Hous 

“Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, 
nave; but they were not ordered. 

“The motion was then agreed to 
counted ; and . 

“The House adjourned till twelve o’elock to-morrow.”’ 


Mr. HALL. Is that the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HALL. I ask that the Journal be read. 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to get through with 
my point. WhatI wish to call the attention of 
the House to now is this: The Speaker stated, 
according to the Congressional Globe just read, | 
that ** the first business in order is the call of the 
States for resolutions, beginning with South Car- 
lina.” 

The SPEAKER. 
Mr. STANLY. 
with South Carolina. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair begs the gentle- 
nan’s pardon, and he will allow me to correct | 

him. 

Mr. STANLY. I beg pardon of the Chair. I 
say, according to the Speaker’s annunciation, ac- | 
cording to this report, and according to my recollec- 
tion of it, that the first business in order was a | 
callof the States for resolutions, beginning with 
South Carolina. After it was so announced by 
the Speaker, Mr. Jackson said: 


“T move that the House do now proceed to the regular 
order of business. If there are no resolutions to be offered 
from the State of South Carolina, I have a resolution to 
offer when Georgia is called.” 


The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will allow | 
the Chair a single moment, he will state that at | 
that precise point in the proceedings, the Chair | 
stated distinctly, that if there be no resolutions | 
from the State of South Carolina, resolutions are 
in order from the State of Georgia. Thereupon 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Jackson] took 
the floor, was recognized by the Speaker, and of- 
fered his resolution. That is what the Chair re- 
collects distinctly having stated. Therecan be no | 
mistake about it. No gentlemanrising from South 
Carolina, the Chair, as he supposes regularly, re- 
cognized the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jack: | 
son,} and if he was not entitled to the floor, the | 
Chair would respectfully ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina {Mr. Sran.y] who is? 
_Mr.STANLY. Thatisthe point. Somebody | 
trom South Carolina is, and my recollection in all | 


opinion in the incalculable confusion which some- 
times prevails. My friend from Tennessee, | Mr. 
Jones] was well aware of what was going on, of which 
! may comment hereafter. In the report which has 
been read, Mr. Gentry said, ‘* the resolution has 
not been received nor read;’’ which shows that the 
resolution did not get fairly before the House. | 
make the point of order, that this resolution is not 
fairly before the House, and that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Jackson] offered it before the State 
of South Carolina was called, and before any mem- 
ber from Georgia was entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair overrules the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Sranty,] and begs leave to state to the 
House, and the Journal will show it, that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Jackson] rose to in- 
quire what was the regular order of business. 
That.inquiry, being made at so latean hour of the 
day, the Chair was taken by surprise; and, after 
some hesitation, the Chair remarked that ‘* reso- 
lutions are in order from the States, beginning 
with South Carolina.’’ The gentleman from 
Georgia |Mr. Jackson] stated that if there be no 
resolutions—or something to the same effect—from 
the State of South Carolina, he had a resolution 
to offer from the State of Georgia. I stated dis- 
tinctly, that ** if there be no resolutions from South 
Carolina, resolutions are in order from Georgia;”’ 
and the Chair immediately recognized the gentle- 
man from Georgia, [Mr. Jackson.] The Chair 
thinks the business was perfectly regular under 
the rules, and overrules the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
STANLY. | 

Mr. GORMAN. I move acall of the House. 

Mr. HILLYER. I hope before action is taken 
by the House, that the amendment | propose to 
offer to my colleague’s resolution may be read for 
information. 

Mr. STANLY. I will interpose no objection, 
provided that three resolutions which I intend sub- 
mitting, may also be read for information. I will 
vote for either of the three. I want the House to 
have all the information. 

[Cries ** Read all of them!’’ 
jection.’’] 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the 
reading of the papers indicated by the gentleman 
from Georgia and the gentleman from North Car- 
olina? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk then read the proposed amendment 
of Mr. Hixtyer, as follows: 


do now adjourn. 
demanded the yeas and 
aves 


4, noes not 


That is true. 
Sut the Chair did not begin |; 


‘* There is no ob- 


Resolved, That the series of acts passed during the first 
session of the Thirty-first Congress, known as the com 
promise, are regarded as a final adjustment and permanent 
settlement of the questions therein embraced, and should 
be maintained and executed as such. 


The SPEAKER. Uhanimous consent was 
given also to the reading of the amendments of 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I object. 

Mr. MEADE. I have an amendment I wish 


respect differs from that of the Speaker. South || read. 
Carolina was not called. It seems to have been {Cries of ** Send it up!’’ ‘*Send it up to be 
taken for granted that there was nothing further || read.’’] 


‘rom South Carolina, without putting that ques- | 
on, 


The SPEAKER. In that I beg to assure the | 
gentleman that he is mistaken. ! 


62 


Mr. KING, of New York. I object. I object 
to the whole matter—to the whole and every part 
of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to 
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——ma 
Hnlieman tre New York, that in 
i i prop S 1 of the re! emanh 
I i reo i, he distin y asked whether or not 
tl ntleman trom North Carolina, /Mr.Sran zy.) 
s the ithe mm Georgia, { Mr. Hin- 
Y d have certair papers re ad, which they 
pre l ve read for tl for n of the 
tlo 0 at ‘ i ira I Nn oD 
yection, 
A Voc ‘There was none n ‘ 
vir. KING So far as whole matter 
col rned, tl Chair s ed tl ‘ “eed in 
were had with the unanimous co rt i the 
Liouse. Now, | de re » state th iaot I 
int ty i part i . ul obte 
nh I 
Mr. HOUSTON. The ob o la 
he SPEAKER, ‘The reading is only for the 
information of the House he objection to u 
reading comes too late 
Mr. MEADE was recognized by Chau 
Mr. HILLY ER. I rise to a ques of order 
l am notcertain, however, whether it be a question 


of order ora privileged question. I think Lam en 
titled to the tloor, ind make this point for the de 
cision of the Speaker. ‘The floor was given to me 
i pr posed to my colleague an amendment to the 
resolution which he had pending before the House, 


and asked him to withdraw the previous question 
that } be 


pledge up t new 


otlered, with the 


the call for the pre 


my amendment might 

my part to. 

viou question. 
The SPEAKER. 

the Chai 

that but 


If the 
*, all that the Chair | 


i 
¢ 
i 


] ! 1} 
rentleman will allow 
ergs leave to state is, 


or the courtesy of the House 
man can rightfully oc upy the floor at 


no rentle 
all, during 
the demand for the previous question But by the 
unanimous e ot the Elouse, it was agreed 
that the paper proposed by the gentleman, as well 
prey he gentleman from North Caro 
lina, (Mr. Srancy,} should be read for the inform- 
ation of the House. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope mine will now be read 
for the information of the House. 
(Cries of ** Read !’’ ** Read!”’ 
Mr. GORMAN. 
Mr. STANLY. 
the House for tts 
The SPEAKER. 


growing out of this matter. 


nsent 


el 
as the papers of the 


I object to the reading 
I had the unanimous consent 
of reading. 
There can be little dithe ulty 
The Chair begs leave 
to state to the gentleman from Indiana, |Mr. Gor- 
MAN, | that the objection comes too late, for the 
reason that, by unanimous conse nt, it was agreed 
that these papers should be read for the informa 
tion of the House. 
Mr. GORMAN. What becomes 
tion to have a call of the House? 
The SPEAKER. The unanimous 
House set it aside, as 
proposed at the time. 
Mr. GORMAN. I made my motion for a cal! 
of the House before it was proposed that these 
amendments should be read—before the proposi 
from North Carolina 
But for the confusion in the 


of my mo 
action of thre 


it would all ther matters 


tions of the rentieman 

The SPEAKER. 
House, the rentleman would remember, tiiat aftler 
he submitted his motion, the unanimous consent 
of the House was asked and obtained to read these 
papers. The Chair is now acting by order of the 
unanimous vote of the House. 
doubt about the matter. 

Mr. STA NLY. Read my resolutions, 

Mr. MEADE. My object in addressing the 
Chair was to have read an amendment which I in 
tend submitting to the resolution, for 
tion of the House. 

{Cries of *« | object ro l object : | 

Mr. STANLY. The Chair has decided three 
times that I have the unanimous consent of the 
House for the reading of my resolutions, I ask 
tnat they be read 

The SPEAKER. The papers now in the hands 
of the Clerk, according to the unanimous consent 
of the House, willbe read. The resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia, if there is no objection, 
will then be read. 


Mr. GORMAN. 


There can be no 


the informa 


I object to the reading of the 
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resolution of the gentleman from Virginia. 
in time now, | think, for that proposition. 

The Clerk then read Mr. 
as follows: 

Polk’s No, 1: 

Resolved, That the series of acts passed during the first 
Phirty first Congress, known as the compro 
a final adjustment and a permanent 
therein embraced, and should 


Iam 


feasion oF tie 
mise, are regarded as 
eettiement of the questions 


be maiutained and exeeuted as such. 

No. 2.—Resolution of Whig caucus at the be- 
ginning of this session: 

Resolved, That we regard the series of acts, known as 


the nee iment measures, as forming, in their mutual de 
pendence and connection, a system of compromise the 
most conciliatory, aud the best for the entire country that 


could be obtained from conflicting sectional interests and 
opinions, and that, therefore, they ought to be adhered to 
and carried into faithful execution as a final settlement, in 


principle and substance, of the dangerous aud exciting sub 


jects which they ¢ mbrace. 

No. 3.—Resolutions offered by Mr. Jounson, 
of Arkansa t, Ace ording to Mr. Bayty’s letter— 
amended, in italics and brackets: : 

Resolred, ‘That we reg 


id the series of measures passed 


at the "Thirty t Congres , commonly called the Compre 
mise menseure asa settlement of the questions involved 
therein, and will abide by them as a permanent adjustment 
of the se ‘controversy, and do herelry declare that 
good faith and a patriotic regard for the interests of the 


country demand that the provisions contained in said meas 
ures should be strictly maintained and honestly executed. 
Resolved, That any act of Congress abolishing slavery in 
the DPisetniet Columbia, without the petition and consent 
of the owners thereof; orany actabolishing slavery in places 
within the slaveholding States, purchased by the United 
States for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, dock 
yards, nas ,and other like purposes; or auy actsup 
pressing the slave trade between the slavebolding States ; or 
any refusal to admit as a State any Territory hereaiter ap 


plying, because of the existence of slavery therein, for be 


} 
V yards 






cause of its proiibition therein;] or any act prohibiting the 
introduction of slaves into New Mexico or Utah; [or any 
act allowing the introduction of slaves into New Mevico or 


Utah ;) or any act repealing or materially modifying the 


laws now in force for the recovery of fugitive slaves ; [or 
any act repe ling the law to suppress the slave trade in the 
District of Columbia;) and all agitation which bas for its 


purpose any of the above named objects, will be in viola 


tion of the provisions of the said measures of adjustment, 
and must be regarded as opposed to the best interests of the 
country, destructive of the peace of the Union, [and is an 
attempt to enfechle the sacred ties which now link tovether 


the various parts. } 


Mr. STANLY. Iwill take either one of my 
eee in place of the dodgi 3 
from Ge: gia, of the other side. 

The SPI SAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Georgia, the original mover of the resolution, 
withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
at the suggestion of his colleague, [Mr. Hriit- 
YER ?] 

Mr. JACKSON. In good faith to my colleague 
I was disposed to allow him to offer his resolution, 
which is the same asthat of Mr. Pox, submitted 
in the caucus; but notices have been given of so 
many resolutions, and apprehending the whole 
day may be consumed in the consideration of 
them, I decline to withdraw my call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. KING. “ t us have the order of business. 

Mr. HILLY! I ask, Mr. Speaker, that 
my colleaeeue- 

Cries of “ Orde rt 


ng resolutions, 


" Order !’’} 


Mr. KING, of New York. I object to discus- 
sion, and call { rv the question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 


gia is called to a > 

Mr. HILLYER I wish only—— 

Mr. BAILEY, of Georgia. — Mr. 
desired to make an appeal to- 

Mr. KING. I object to any discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is called to 
order! and the Chair must enforce the rules 

Mr. KING. Let us proceed regularly. I in- 
sist upon the strict enforcement of the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise, Mr. 
purpose of information. 

[Cries of “Order!” “Order !"] 


Mr. BAILEY. It is to ask my 


Speaker, I 


Speaker, for the 


collearue 


whether he does not ent rap the House, and myself 


especially, by ec: alling for the previous question 
upon this resolution ? 

Mr. KING. The practical mode is to vote 
down the call for the previous question. I call the 
gentleman to order. 

{Cries of ** Order! 

The SPEAKER. 
gia is out of order; and, being called to order by |; 


> «© Order! 


Sran y’s resolution, | 


The gentleman from Geor- | 








| several gentlemen, it is the duty of the Chair to || 


Chair. 


enforce it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must 
his duty. 

Mr. KING. I insist upon my call to order. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope I may have the oppor- 
tunity 

{¢ ‘ries of ** Order!’ * Order !”’} 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman must perceive 
that it is the duty of the Chair, however disagree- 
able it may be, when ge mtlemen are called to order 
to enforce the rules. During the demand for the 
previous question, discussion cannot be allowed 
exce pt by unanimous consent in any form. 

Mr. BAILEY. 1 donot wish to disturb the or- 
der of the House. 1 will, then, ask the Chair, if 
the previous question is not seconded, will I he ve 
the right of being heard upon the proposition ? 

Mr. KING. ¢ vertainly, if you obtain the floor. 

‘he SPEAKER. The Chair cannot possibly 
tell what will come up next. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will be 
then? ? 

Mr. HILLYER. The Chair has decided me 
to be out of order, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does so decide. 

Mr. HILLYER. 1 do not know by what rule 
of this House. 

[Cries of ** Order!” * Order !”’] 

Mr. KING. | call the gentleman to order, un- 
less he appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

ALLISON. Mr. Speaker 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair will first respond 
to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Hitiyer.] 
The gentleman from Georgia claims the right to 
interrogate his colleague, | Mr. Jac KSON, | upon 
the subject of his resoluuion. The Chair decides 
itis notin order. The gentleman feeling he may 
possibly be aggrieved under the decision of the 
Chair, appeals to the Chair for the rule upon 
which his decision is based. ‘The Chair begs leave 
to refer the gentleman from Georgia to the fact 
that during the demand for the previous question, 
no debate, no amendment, is in order. No dis- 
cussion is in order until the call for the previous 
question is disposed of ‘There can be no doubt 
about it, and the Chair must insist upon the gen- 
tleman’s preserving order, 

Mr. HILLYER.* TYhe Chair misunderstood 
my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
cia rises to a point of — 

Mr. HILLYER. I did not intend to interro- 
gate my colleague. 
him to withdraw the previous question, to admit 
my amendment. 

{Cries of ‘*Order!’? ** Order 7) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Hitzyer,] that 
that is done always under the courtesy of the 
Llouse, but not under the rules of the 
when they are strictly enforced. 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will withdraw my 
for a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. Is 
there a second for the previous question ? 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to inquire—— 

The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts rise to a point of order? 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to make an inquiry, 
whether itis now in order to move to lay the res- 
olution upon the table. 

[Cries of **Order!”’ “Order!”’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right 
to make the proposition. {tis in order to move 
to lay the resolution upon the table, 

Mr. FOWLER. I move, then, to lay it upon 
the table, and upon that motion ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

[Cries of ** Call the roll !”’ ** Call the roll ™y 

Mr. FOWLER. Some gentlemen here are 
anxious for the previous question, and [ will with- 
draw my motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. POLK. I renew the motion to lay the 
resolution upon the table. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 

nays on that motion. 

Mr. STANLY. Willa motion for acall of the 
House take precedence of that motion? 





perform 


to ask—— 


heard at some time, 





T 
House, 
It is moved that 


motion 


I demand the yeas and 








My only purpose was, to ask | 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


| it ask for the 





April 5, 


The SPEAKER. 


It will, in the opinion of ¢! the 


Mr. STANLY. I make that motion, and y pon 
reas and nays. 


Mr. POL K., At the suggestion of ¢ re ntlemen, I 


| withdrs ww my ni 10tion to lay on the table. 


Mr. BEALE. I renew the motion to lay the 
motion coal all its attendants upon the table. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. STANLY] moves a call of the House, 
and upon that motion demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ‘ 


The question was then takenand resulted—yeas 


88, nays 89: 


YEAS—Mesesrs. Allison, William Appleton, 
Rartiett, Bennett, Brenton, Brooks, Geo. H. Brown, Buell, 
ee Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson 

Campbell, Chandler, Chapman. Conger, Cullom, George T. 
Davis, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord , Good. 
enow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, Harper, Haws, Have n, Hors. 
ford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, lye a, 
Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johneon, Daniel T, 
Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Landry, 
Mace, Mann, Martin, Meacham, Miller, Miner, Molony, 
Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Murr: iw, Newton, 
Orr, Samuel! W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Ran 
toul, Russell, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Scud- 
der, David L. Seymour, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 
Strother, Sutheriand, Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, 
Tuck,Walbridge,W ard, Washburn, Wells, Addison w hite, 
Alexander White, Williams, and Yates—2s8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, / 
David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, 
Breckinridge, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Busby, Caskie, 
Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Hall, Ham 
iIton, Hammond, Hart, Hendricks, “Se Hillyer, Hol- 
laday, Houston, Howard, Lngersoll, Jackson, John Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, McMullin, 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Nabers, Outlaw, Peaslee, Penn, 
Phelps, Polk, Powell, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robin- 
son, Ross, Savage, Scurry, Origen 8. Seymour, Sinith, 
Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’ m 
P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, George W. 
Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, Wilcox, 
and Woodward—s9v. 


Barrere, 


Ashe, Babcock, 
Bocock, Bragg, 


Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said that he was re- 
quested by his colleague, (Mr. Harris, of Ten- 
nessee,] to state that he was confined to his room 


| in consequence of sickness. 


So the House refused to have a call. 

The question then recurred upon the demand for 
the yeas and nays upon the motion to lay the res- 
olution and amendments upon the table. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. NABERS asked the reading of the several 


1} propositions. 


Several members objected. 
Mr. TUCK. As this Union-loving, President- 


| making business, can be pursued with more dig- 
| nity in committee—— 


Several Voices. 


The SPEAKER. 


Order! Order! Order! 
The gentleman from New 


| Hampshire [Mr. Tuck] must be aware that no 


remarks are in order. 
Mr. TUCK. But IT amon the floor to make a 


| motion, and shall do so,as soon as gentlemen are 





ailent 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman rises to 
make a motion, he will submit it. The gentleman 
will excuse the Chair, but as he is called upon by 
so many to enforce strictly the rules, he will do it, 
if he has the power. 
Mr. TUCK. I move that the rules be sus- 


_ pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


I rise to a question of or- 


‘der. I remind the Chair, that it was decided after 





a call for the previous question 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that a motion to suspend the rules to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
is not in order until this motion is disposed of. 
[Cc ries of ‘* Call the roll!’’ ** Call the roll !’’] 
The question was then taken, and there were— 


| yeas 81, nays 102, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, Babcock, Da- 
vid J. Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bennett, Brenton, 
Brooks, Buell, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chpaman, Clingman, 
Conger, George T. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Goodrich, 


Grow, Harper, Haven, Holladay, Horsford, John W. Howe, 
Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ives, Jen- 
kins, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, 





> 


- 


! 
ue 


On 





1852. 


preston King, Kuhns, Mann, MeMullin, McQueen, Meach- 
am, Millson, Miner, Molony, Morehead, Murray, Newton, 
Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Powell, Ran 
tonl, Russell, Sackett, Schoolcrait, Scudder, David L. 
cpymour, Smart, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, 
sweetser, Benjaiwin Thompson, Tack, Walbridge, Wal 
sce, Washburn, Wells, and Woodward—81. 

~ NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, William Appleton, Ashe, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Briggs, 
rt G. Brown, George H. Brown, Busby, Caskie, Clark, 
é ». Cullom, Daniel, John @. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, 
fyunham, Edmeandson, Ewing, Faelkuer, Ficklio, Fitch, 
®lorence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fal- 
ter, Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hawmilten, Ham 
mond, Hart, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Johnsen, 
James Johasen, Robert W. Johnsen, George W. Jones, 
Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Edward C. 
Marshall, Hamphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, 
McDonald, McLanahan, Meade, Miller, John Moore, Na 
bers, Outlaw, Peastee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Price, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, 
Schermerhorn, Scurry, Origen 8S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, 
George W. Thompson, Venable, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, 
Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, and 
Yates— 102. 


Alt 


So the House refused to lay the resolution and 
emendments upon the table. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. JACKSON. I desire to know whether it 
is competent for me, at this time, to change the 
phraseology of my resolution ? 

[Cries of ** No!” * No!” « No!”’] 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for the gen- 
tleman to withdraw the several motions he has 
made,and withdraw his resolution, if he chooses. 

[Mr. Potk made some remarks not distinctly 
heard by the ood 

Mr. JACKSON. desire to make a verbal 
change in the resolution. 

Mr. POLK. Is not the gentleman from Geor- 
gia {Mr. Jackson] privileged to withdraw the 
motion for the previous question, and alter the 
phraseology of his resolution, and renew it. ? 

The SPEAKER. He has that privilege. 

Mr. POLK. He does not lose the floor by it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide these 
points when they arise. 

Mr. STANLY. Is it in order to ask what we 
are going todo now? [Laughter.] 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Jackson] has not as yet submitted his prop- 
osition. The immediate question before the House 
is the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. STANLY. I object to caucuses in the 
House. 

Mr. BROOKS. If there is no other busi- 
ness before the House, I move that we adjourn. 
{Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooks] is not in order. 

Mr. JACKSON. I was about to say, that I 
know very little about the rules of the House. 

Mr. STANLY. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 
gentleman from Georgia, that not one word of dis- 
cussion is allowable under the rules—discussion 
is notin order. 

Mr. JACKSON. ThenTask that the question 
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settlement of the questions thereiu embraced, and should be 
maintaied and executed as such. 


Mr. AVERETT. I think we have had voting 
and speaking enough upon these quesuious. ‘The 
friends of the compromise claim the credit of hav- 
ing settled them. Ll move to lay—— 

}Cries of ** Order!’? * Order eI 

Mr. MEADE, 1 presume that preposition—— 

Mr. ORR. L rise toa question of order. 

Mr. MEADE. The proposition is open to 
amendment 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia rise to a question of order? 

Mr. MEADE, I rise to inquire whether the 
previous question has been demanded? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. MEADE. Then Lask the gentleman from 
Georgia to withdraw the demand—— 

Mr. ORR. [| rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia suspend until the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. Orr} submits his question of or- 
der? 

Mr. ORR. Whenever an objection is made to 
a resolution, [ understand it has to go over. 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule. 

Mr. ORR. Now, I submit to the House, that 
the proposition of the gentleman from Georgia 
upon my right, [Mr. Hitiver,} amounts to an ob- 





jection to the original resolution, and the original 


resoluuon must go over. 


[Cries of “No!” “No!” « No!”’] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] and refers him to the 
universal practice of this body. It is true, that 


| if a resolution offered to-day, gives rise to debate, 
| it goes over; but it is also true that the previous 
question intervening, and cutting off debate, has 


been allowed ever since | have been a member of 
this body. 

Mr. MEADE. Do I understand that the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Hittyer] called the pre- 
vious question on his amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. MEADE. I ask the gentleman from Geor- 


gia to withdraw his demand for the previous ques- 


tion, in order that | may submit, as an amend- 


| ment, the paper which | hold in my hand, trusting 
that he will adopt it instead of his own. 


Mr. HILLYER. I cannot withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question. 
Mr. MEADE. Then I ask the unanimous 


consent of the House to sufler my amendment to 
| be read. 


Mr. SMART. 
Mr. BOCOCK. 


] object. 
I move to lay the whole sub- 


| ject upon the table. 


be taken now, whether the previous question shall || 


be sustained, or not. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is the question. 

Mr. DEAN demanded tellers on the second; 

which were ordered; and Messrs. Futter of 
Maine, and Ewine were appointed. 
_ Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to make an 
inquiry of the Chair, whether this resolution—and 
1 presume it ought to be made before the previous 
question is sustained—is divisible? I desire a di- 
vision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide the 
proposition when it comes up regularly. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 80, noes 85. 

So the previous question was not sustained. 
_Mr. HILLYER. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, asan amendment to the resolution of my col- 


league; and upon that | ask for the previous ques- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER. 
or amendment? 


Mr. HILLYER. As an amendment. 


The resolution was then read as follows, viz: 


In the shape of a substitute, 


Resolved, That the series of acts passed during the first 


session of the Thirty-first Congress, known as the compro- 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
and nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to hear the 
resolution and amendment read before I am called 
to vote on laying them upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. They will be read, if there 
is no objection. 

Mr. SMART. 

Mr. JONES. 


I demand the yeas 


I object. 
I do not ask it asa privilege. I 


|| have a right to hear them read before I am called 


upon toe record my vete. ae 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution and 
the amendment having been read to the House, 
the Chair is bound to decide that the gentleman 


| cannot, by his own volition, compel the House to 


hear them read again. 
Mr. HAVEN. I am somewhat in the same 
dilemma as my friend from Tennessee; and al- 


| though those papers have been read, | do not 


| the striking out of anything. 


understand that the proposition to amend includes 
j I desire to know 
whether they are both to go together. If not, I 
should like to offer a substitute for them both, 


| which I think—— 


{Loud cries of ** Order !’’ ‘* Order!’’) 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the 


| House will hear the rule in relation to the reading 


of papers. It is the 57th rule, and is as follows: 
57. “ When the reading of a paper is called for, and the 
same is objected to by any member, it shall be determined 


; 


by a vote of the House.” 
The question was then put, ‘* Shall the papers 

be read ?’’ and it was decided in the affirmative. 
The Clerk accordingly read the original reso- 


mise, are regarded as a final adjustment, and a permanent || lution and the proposed amendment. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to make a 
single inquiry of the Chair. If the previous ques- 


on Is sustamed, will not the House be brought 
first to vole upen the amendment, and thea upon 
the original resoluuen, whether amended or not? 

The SPEAKER, ‘That will be the history of 
the yvoluing of the Llouse. 


Mr. STANLY. L want to inquire of the Chair 
what motion is row pending before the Heuse? 

The SPEAKER. 
to lay both the original resolution and the amend- 
ment upon the table. 

Mr. STANLY. The motion is, then, to lay on 
the table the oriinal secessio 

{Loud crres of * Order oy 

The SPEAKER. he gentleman from North 
Carolina is aware that debate is not in order. 


Mr. McMULLLN. I wish to know if, when 


a re solution is proposed toe day—as this has be en 


Che metion now pending is 


i resolution 


by the gentleman from Georgin—and objection is 
made to it, it does not he over 


Fhe SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 


cided, that if the previous question is 8 istained 
i 


which will have the effect of cutting off debate— 
under the uniform practice of the louse, it wil 


be in order to consider the resolution under the 


operation of the previous question 

Mr. BOCOCK. At the re juest of some friends 
around me, | will, for the present, withdraw the 
mation to lay upon the table. 

Mr. EDGERTON. IL renew the motion to lay 
the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. HIBBARD demanded the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 
The question was then mut, and it was decided 


In the negative—veas 78, navs 104, us follows: 


YEAS—Mevst Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Babeock, 
David J. Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bennett, Bragg, 
Brenton, Buell, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thomp 
son Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Clingman, Conger, 
George ‘I’. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edger 
ton, Flovd, Fowler, Gaylerd, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grow, 
Harper, Holladay, Horstord, John W. Howe, Thomas 
M. Howe, Hunter, Iwes, Jenkins, John Johnsen, Daniel T. 
Jones, George G. King, Presten King, Mann, MeMutlin, 
McQueen, Meacham, Millson, Miner, Molony, Murray, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Peaniman, Pet 
kins, Powell, Rantoul, Russell, Sackett, Schooleraft, Seud 
der, David L. Seymour, Smart, Suow, Benjamin Stanton, 
Stratton, Sweetser, Benj. Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Wal 
bridge, Wallace, Washbarn, Wells, and Woodward—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, William Appleton, Thos. 
H. Bayly, Bocock, Bowie, Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, George I. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Carkie, Clark, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dockery, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulk 
ner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hammend, Hart, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, 
Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Howard, lugersoll, Jack 
son, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Robert W. Jolnson, 
George W. Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lock 
hart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Martin, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, McLanahan, Meade, 
Miller, John Moore, Morehead, Nabers, Outlaw, Peasiee, 
Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Price, Richardson, Riddle, 


Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Scurry, 


Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, 
Sutherland, George W. Thompson, Wats! Ward, Wat- 


kins, Addison White, Alexander White, Wik 
and Yates—104. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution and 
amendment upon the table. 

The question recurred upon seconding the de- 
mand for the previous ques tion 

Mr. V ENABLE. If the previous question 18 
sustained, will not the vote be first taken upon the 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I desire to make 
an inquiry of the Chair. I have every reason to 
believe, at least from my limited means of judging, 
that what is proposed as an amendment is a sub- 
stitute for the resolution; and | ask whether it can 
be offered as an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is 
germane to the subject, and in order. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether what has been offered as an additional 
resolution, can be offered to-day, if objection is 


x, Williauss, 


made to it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again decide 
that pcint, and trusts that every gentleman on the 
floor will hear the decision, and that, if there is 
objection to it, some gentleman will make an appeal, 
The Chair has stated, three or four times to-day, 
that under the rules, any resolution offered to-day, 
viving rise to debate, would go over; but that under 
the uniform practice of the House, when the pre- 
vious question is called and sustaincd—cutting off, 
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as it does, all debate—action can be had upon the 
matter. The Chair, therefore, decides that this 
proceeding is in order. 

Mr. FOWLER. May we heer the rule read 
under which that decision is made? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to inquire whether 
this resolution, if not offered as a substitute, is not 
an additional resolution, and is not, therefore, 
linble to he objected to? Andif objected to, whether 
it is in order to receive it to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again states that 
the resolution last offered is an amendment, not a 
substitute: that upon offering it, the mover de- 
manded the previous question, and if the previous 
question be sustained, there can be no debate 
either upon the original resolution or the amend- 
ment, and it is in order for the House to dispose 
of them. 

Mr. KING, of New York demanded tellers, on 
seconding the demand for the previous question; 
which were ordered, and Messrs. CHanpLer and 
Witcox appointed. 

The question being put, it was decided in the 
affirmative—ayes 97, noes 61. 

So the previous question received a second. 

The question now being, ‘* Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put ?”’— 


Mr. KING, of New York demanded the yeas | 


and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. POLK. Will the vote be upon the resolu- 
tion as amended, or upon the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to 


state to the gentleman, and for the information of 


the House, that if the main question is ordered to 
be now put, the House will be brought first to vote 
on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Hitiyer,] as an addition to 
the original resolution, and, when that is disposed 
of, the House will be brought to vote upon the 
original resolution, amended or not, as the case 
may be. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the substitute for the 
resolution is adopted, does not that settle the 
question? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The House 
would then have to vote on the original resolution 
as amended, 

Mr. BEALE asked for the 
amendment. 

Mr. STANLY objected. 

The question was then taken, ‘* Shall the main 
question be now put?”’ and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 109, nays 68, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Williain Appleton, 
Averett, Thomas iJ. Bayly, Beale, Bowie, Bragg, Breckin- 
ridge, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, 
Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cul 
lom, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fiteh, 
Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Hart, 
Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, THolla- 
day, Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Jolin 
son, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, BE. C. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McCorkle, MeDon 
ald, MeLanahan, MeMullin, Meade, Miller, Milison, Jotun 
Moore, Morehead, Nabers, Olds, Outlaw, Samuel W. Par 
ker, Peasiee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, 
Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, 
Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, 
Sutherland, George W. Thompson, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, 
Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, and Williams 
— 109 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Babcock, David J. Bailey, Bar- 
rere, Bartlett, Bennett, Bocock, Brenton, Buell, Burrows, 
Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, 
Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Conger, George ‘I’. Davis, 
Dean, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerion, Floyd, Fowler, 
Gaylord, Goodenow, Coodrich, Grow, Harper, Horsford, 
John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Ives, Jenkins, 
John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Preston 
King, Mann, McQueen, Meacham, Molony, Murray, New- 
ton, Orr, Penniman, Perkins, Rantoul, Russell, Sackett, 
Scudder, David L. Seymour, Smart, Snow, Benjamin Stan 
ton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stratton, Sweetser, Benjamin 
Thompson, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, Wells, 
Woodward, and VY ates—68. 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
prt. 

Mr. AVERETT. Is it now in order to move 
that the resolution, with the amendment, do lie 
upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. AVERETT. Then I make that motion, 
and upon it | demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. POLK. I rise to a question of order. I 
desire to know, and I ask the Speaker whether, 


reading of the 


after the House has decided by a vote of the || ment, or additional resolution. 
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Louse that the whole subject shall not be laid upon 
the table, it is in order for the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Averett] to renew the same mo- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
in order for the gentleman from Virginia to make 
his motion, other action having intervened since 
the question was taken upon the previous motion 
to lie upon the table. When any business or ac- 
tion by the House has intervened, it is always in 
order to move to lay uponthetable. That motion 
is a privileged question, and in very many re- 
spects similar to that to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered, forty- 
two gentlemen rising for that purpose. 

Mr. STANLY. L[askthe Speaker whether the 
motion is to lay upon the table the free-soil and 
secession resolution of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, [Mr. aerate compromise resolution 
of his colleague? [Mr. Hitiyer.} 

[Cries of “Order!’’ ‘Order !’’] 

The question was then taken, and the result was 
—yeas 74, nays 102, as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Bab 
cock, David J. Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bennett, 
Bocock, Bragg, Brenton, Buell, Joseph Cabell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chapman, Cling- 
man, Conger, George ‘Tl. Davis, Dean, Doty, Durkee, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, 
Goodrich, Grow, Harper, Holladay, Horsford, John W. 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Ives, Jenkins, John 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Mann, McQueen, Meacham, Millson, Miner, Molony, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Per- 
kins, Powell, Rantoul, Sackett, Schoolcratt, Scudder, Da 
vid L. Seymour, Smart, Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, 
Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Wal- 
bridge, Wallace, Washburn, Wells, and Woodward—74. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, William Appleton, Thos. 
H. Bayly, Bowie, Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. 
srown, George H. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dockery, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulk- 
ner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Hart, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Hillyer, Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, Jacksen, An- 
drew Johnson, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, 


| Mason, MeCorkle, MeDonald, McLanahan, Meade, Mil- 


ler, Morehead, Nabers, Outlaw, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, 
Polk, Porter, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robin 

son, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Scurry, Origen 8. Sey 

mour, Smith, Snow, Stanly, Frederick P, Stanton, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, 
Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Geo. W. Thompson, Walsh, 
Ward, Watkins, Addison White, Alexander White, Wil- 
cox, and Yates—102. : 

So the resolution was not laid upon the table. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SACK ETT. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. This subject is being protracted too far. 

[Cries of *Order!”’ ‘Order !’’] 

Mr. SACKETT. | I wish to stop agitation, and 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

[Loud cries of ** No!’ * No!”? * Withdraw 
your motion ™) 

Mr. POLK. i suppose the purpose of the other 
side is to stave off, until they can marshal their 
forces. 

Mr. SACKETT. I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BEALE. I desire to know whether it is 
in order to ask that the amendment be read? 

The SPEAKER. It will be again read, if not 
objected to. 

Mr. STANLY. I object. I want nothing more 
read upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Beate) insists, the Chair will put the 
question to the House upon ordering the amend- 
ment to be read. 

Mr. BEALE, I ask that both the original prop- 
osition and the amendment shall be read for the 
information of the House; and I think there will 
be no objection. 

Mr. STANLY. Ido object. 

The question was then put, and the resolution 
with the amendment were ordered to be read; and 
they were read by the Clerk. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
propound a question to the Chair, for this matter 
does not seem to be well understood by the House. 
I desire to know whether the amendment is offered 
as a substitute to the original resolution or as an 
addition ? 


The SPEAKER. It is offered as an amend- 
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The question now being upon the adoption of 
the amendment to the resolution— 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE demanded the 
and my and they were ordered. 


yeas 
Mr. WOODWARD. I desire to ask the Chair 


whether we are to vote upon the original resoly 

tion first, or upon the amendment? 
TheSPEAKER. ‘The vote will first be taken 

upon the adoption of the amendment as an addi- 


tional resolution—— 
Mr. WOODWARD. But if the amendmen: 
be an additional resolution, ought not the question 
to be takea last upon it? 

The SPEAKER. The question must first be 
taken upon the adoption of the amendment, and 
if it be adopted, it will then be competent for the 
House to order a division of the question, so that 
the vote shall first be taken upon the adoption of 
the original resolution. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I was under the impres- 
sion that the amendment, being an additional reso- 
lution, the question should be last taken upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Not in the opinion of the 
Chair. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask the indulgence of the 
House to allow me to propounda simple question 
to the honorable gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
HIvLyyer. 

TheSPEAKER. 
imous consent. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
gentleman 

[Cries of ** Order !”’ * Order !’’ and confusion. } 

The SPEAKER. TheChair must insist upon 
a rigid execution of the rule. The gentleman 
cannot proceed. 

Mr. VENABLE. I rise to a question of order 
In the first place, I will inquire whether the vote 
is to be first taken upon the original resolution or 
upon that additional resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
cided that the question must first be taken upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Hitiyer.} 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire also to propound a 
question to the Chair. I ask if this resolution be 
adopted to-day, whether the same necessity which 
calls for its adoption now will not demand that it 
shall again be adopted to-morrow, again the next 
day, and so on? 

(Gries of **Order!’’ ** Order!”’ **Order!”’ 
confusion in the Hall.] 

The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 103, nays 74, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Appletou, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Beale, Bowie, Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, George 
H. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Chandler, Clark, 
Cobb, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, 
Dunbam, Edmuudson, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, 
Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Ham 
mond, Hart, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James Johnson, George W. Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, 
Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, E. C. Marshall, Hum 
phrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, Me 
Lanahan, McMullin, Miller, John Moore, Morehead, Mur- 
ray, Nabers, Outlaw, 8. W. Parker, Peaselee, Penn, Polk, 
Porter, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, 
Savage, Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 
S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richd. H. 
Stanton, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Q. 
W. Thompson, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Addison White, 
Alexander White, Wilcox, and Williams—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
D. J. Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Bocock, Bragg, Brenton, A}- 
bert G. Brown, Buell, J. Cable, L. D. Campbell, T. Camp- 
bell, Caskie, Chapman, Clingman, Conger, Daniel, Doty, 
Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Good- 
enow, Goodrich, Grow, Harper, Holladay, Horstord, Jolin 
W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Ives, Jenkins, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Preston 
King, Mann, MeQueen, Meacham, Meade, Millson, Mo- 
lony, Newton, Olds, Orr, Penniman, Perkins, Powell, Ran- 
toul, Russell, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Scudder, Smart, Ben 
jamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Stratton, Sweetser, 
Benjamin Thompson, ‘luck, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Washburn, Wells, Woodward, and Yates—74. 


So the amendment was adopted. 


The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolution as amended. 

Mr. HALL demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. MEADE. | ask if it is not competent to 
divide the question, so that a separate vote shall 
be taken upon each resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the resolution as amended is so divisible, that the 


It can be done only by unan- 


I object. 
I only wished to say to the 





great 


' question can be taken first upon the original reso- 
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lution offered by the gentleman from Gecekin| (Mr. 
Jack SON. } 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was t iken, and the House refused 

» adjor in. 

Mr. CL INGMAN. laskif the first resolution 
« not divisible? I think the first clause, down to 

e word **ineluded,’’ will make a separate and 
distinct preposition from the latter ¢ lause. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion, 
that the resolution, as he understands it to be 
flered by the gentleman from Georgia, is not sus- 
ceptible of division. 


Mr. STANLY. 


} 
appeal. 


“Mr. STUART. 
the table. 

Mr. STANLY. I think the gentleman will 
have to wait till he can get the floor first. I ask 
the Chair, whether I am not entitled to the floor, 

d whether [ have not a right to say anything 
ipon the appeal ? 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot de- 
bate his appeal, but he has the right to state his 

roposition. The gentleman will be good enough 
to state his distinct proposition. 

Mr. STANLY. My distinct proposition is, 
that down to the word ‘included’’ is a proposi- 
tion upon which a separate vote may be taken; 
and the remainder of the resolution is another 
proposition upon whicha separate vote may also be 

taken. I will read it. The first clause is as fol- 


iOWS: 


I move that the 


From that decision, I take an 


I move to lay the appeal upon 


‘“ Resolved, That we recognize the binding efficacy of 
the compromises of the Constitution, and believe it to be 
the intention of the people generally, as we hereby declare 
itto be ours individually, to abide such compromises, and 
to sustain the Jaws necessary to carry them out—the pro- 
vision for the delivery of fugitive slaves and the act of the 
last Congress for that purpose included.” 

The SPEAKER. That is a proposition which 
would stand by itself, the Chair will admit. 

Mr. STANLY. Then, with due deference to 
the Chair, | submit that the resolution is divisible. 
The latter clause reads thus: 

And that we deprecate all further agitation of questions 
growing out of that provision’? —— 


The SPEAKER. What provision? That refers 
to the first clause of the resolution. 

Mr. STANLY. I call the Chair to order for 
interrupting me while I was reading a proposition. 
Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has a right to be 
ieard to the exclusion of all others, under an ex- 
press rule of the House. 


Mr. STANLY. The Chair is right. He has 
iright to be heard to the exclusion, but not to 
interrupt me while I was reading my proposition. 

TheSPEAKER,. The Chair was endeavoring 
to facilitate the gentleman’s object by stating his 
proposit tion cle: arly. 

Mr. STANLY. The Speaker’s mind is made 
ip, | suppose, but I take an appeal from his decis- 
ion nevertheless. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I desire to ask this sim- 
ple question. Would one of these clauses be in- 
telligible without the other, or grammatical ? 

Several MemsBers. Certainly not. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks not. The 
Chair begs leave to call the attention of the House 
to the language of the resolution, in order to show 
the grounds for his decision. The first clause of 
the resolution reads: 

‘« Resolved, That we recognize the binding efficacy of 
the compromises of the Constitution, and believe it to be 
the intention of the people generally, as we hereby declare 
it to be ours individually, to abide such compromises, and 
to sustain the laws necessary to carry them out—the pro 
vision for the delivery of fugitive slaves and the act of the 
last Congress for that purpose included.” 

The Chair admits that proposition weuld stand 
slone. 

Mr. FITCH. I beg leave to state, that I think 
that proposition would not stand alone; because it 
refers to the substantiye proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair differs with the 

gentleman upon that point. The next proposition 
wW eel then read: 


‘ Resolved, And that we deprecate all further agitation of 


questions growing out of that provision.”’ 
This refers to the first part of the resolution. 
Mr. STANLY. I withdraw my appeal, because 
I see that the resolution was so framed that it can- 


not be divided, as stated by the gentleman from || 
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Indiine. The Chair is right. I withdrew my 
ap Ppa. 

CONGER. I submit whether the first 
resolution is not divisible in this respect? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
cided that it is not divisible. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that the first part of 
the resolution refers to the compromise measures 
and the Constitution, while the latter makes refer- 
ence to the fugitive slavelaw. I submit that these 
are two distinct propositions. 

{Cries of ** Order!”’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to state his proposition. 

Mr. AVERETT. Has not the previous ques 
tion been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. AVERETT. Then I submit that the gen- 
tleman is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to ask a division of the question, and to state his 
proposition. It will then be for the House to de 
cide whether it is divisible or not. 

Mr. CONGER. I will again state my propo- 
sition. The first part of this resolution provides 
for maintaining the compromises of the Constitu- 
tion. The second provides for carrying out the 
fugitive slave law, as one of those measures. Now, 
I can readily conceive that gentlemen may unite 
in sup port of these propositions, without being 
united in support of the other. If the resolution 
is read so as to stop where it refers to the fugitive 
slave law 

[Cries of * aed 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
resolution is not divisible. 

{Cries of ** Question!’’ ‘* Question !’*] 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Did 1 under- 
stand the Chair to decide that a vote could not be 

taken upon supporting the fugitive-slave law as a 
separate proposition ¢ 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman asks for a 
division, he will state his proposition, and the 
Chair will decide upon it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will state, that, as I un- 
derstand it, the resolution is susceptible of division. 
We can havea separate vote upon maintaining 





; 


| the compromises of the Constitution in general 


terms, and we can havea separate vote upon main- 
taining the fugitive slave law; and 1 want that 
separation made. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman will desig- 
nate the particular point at which the res lution 
can be divided, the Chair will then decide in rela- 
tion to it. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I would inquire of the 
Chair, whether it is not as well peceséns y that the 
two clauses should have a separate and independ- 
ent grammatical construction, as well as ths 2 they 
should be distinct substantive propositions 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will respond to 
the gentleman’s inquiry, when he understands 
what is the proposition of the centleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Marsa u.]} 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understand the rule to 
be, that a question is divisible whenever you can 
take away a part, and leave that remaining, in 
substance, an intelligible proposition. You are 
not to stop to inquire whether it is according to 
crammar. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman specify 
the point at which he asks the resolution to be 
divided ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I think it might be divided 
after the words ** carry them out,.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Then what would remain? 
If the first part of the resolution were stricken out, 
the remainder would then read: 

** Resolved, The provision for the delivery of fugitive 
slaves andthe act of the last Congress for that purpose 
included, and that we deprecate all further agitation of 
questions growing out of that provision,’’ &c. 

The Chair decides that it is not divisible at all. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would suggest to the 
Chair that if he may put in the word ** resolution,”’ 
he may also supply such words as will make it 

read intelligibly. 

Several MemMBeRrs. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I do. 

Mr. HALL. I move to lay the appeal upon 
the table 


‘¢ No!” ‘*No!”’ 


The question was taken and the appeal was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
the whole subject upon the table 
ginal resolution, with the 

HALL. I demat 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLOYD 
adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the House do now 
adjourn, when will this question come up 

The SPEAKER When the House arain 
meets ; 

Mr. GORMAN. I will inquire if 

Mr. ORR. Is not the roll being called 

The SPEAKER. The calling of the roll has 
not yet commenced 

Mr. GORMAN I desire to know if the Chat: 
decided the proposition of the gentleman over the 
way, [Mr. Sranty?] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided 
that question, but will do so when the question 
comes up. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to inquire if it is the 
intention of the gentlemen on the other side to 
worry us out? 

Mr. BAYLY. We will worry them, if they 
try it. 

[Cries of ‘* Order! 


I move to ley 
~—that is, the ori 
amendment 


d the veas and nays. 


l move that the Hlouse do now 


sé Orde r! 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and there were—yeas 57, nays 115; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Allison, Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, Bart 
lett, Brenton, Briggs, Buell, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Lewis 
1). Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, 
Clingman, Conger, Culiom, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dean, 
Doty, Eastman, Edgerton, Ewing, Floyd, Fowler, Good 
rich, Grow, Hunter, Ives, Jenkins, John Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, Preston King, Kulhins, Mann, Martin, McQueen, 
Meacham, Miner, Molony, Newton, Penniman, Perkins, 
Rantoul, Sackett, Schoolecratt, Smart, Snow, Benjamin 
Stanton, Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, Wells. Wood 
ward, and Yates—5? 

NAYS—Mesers. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Appleton 
Averett, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Beaie, Bo 
‘ock, Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Albert G. Brown. 
George H. Brown, Busby, Ff. Carrington Cabell, Caskie, 
Clark, Cobb, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, 
Durkee, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fiteh, Florence, 
Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 
Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hamil 
ton, Harper, Hart, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard. 
Hillyer, Holladay, Horstord, Houston, Howard, John W. 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James Johnson, Bobert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kurtz, Landry, Letdser, Lockhart, Edward C. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, McDonald, McLana 
han, Meade, Miller, Millxon, John Moore, Morehead, Mur- 
ray, Nabers, Olds, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Peastee, 
Penn, Phelps, Polk, Powell, Price, Riddle, Robbins, Rebin- 
son, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Scudder, Seurry, David 
l.. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Ricard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, 
Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Sweeter, Benjamin Thompson, George W. Thompson, 
ruck, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Addison White, Alexander 
White, Wileox, and Williams—115 


So the House refused to adjourn 

The SPEAK ER. The question recurs upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas 
Jounson. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. _ I withdraw that motion to 
lay the resolution upon the table 

‘Mr. EDGERTON. I renew the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table, 
and nays. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I rise to a question of order 


I wish to make the simple inquiry, whether ifone 


and demand the yeas 


resolution be laid upon the table, there being two 
in one series, both be not laid upon the table? 

Mr. EDGERTON I 
the table. 

Mr. HIBBARD. That makes it pla in. 

The yeasand nays wei 

Mr. HENN. I rise to a ileal question. 
I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. _Let’s adjourn; 
tion will come up in the morning. 

Mr. GENTRY. I desire to know what will be 
the effect of adjourning now? Will this question 
come up to-morrow ° 

The SPEAKER. The first effect will be to 
brine the House together at twelve o’clock to-mor- 
row. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GENTRY 
to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 


it will be the first business in order to-morrow 


| moved to lay oth upon 


iel ordered. 


the ques- 


Will this question come up 
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ENTRY. 


Mr.G 
ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Chairto 
decide that this will be the first busjness up m the 
morning © 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
if the House adjourn now, that this resolution will 
be the first business in order, after the reading of 
the Journal, to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, 
point of order. itis, whether a motion to adjourn 
isin order? A motion was made to lay tbe reso- 
lution upon the table, and the House was divided 
upon that, and we have had no vote announced 
upon that. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to lay upon the 
table, and a motion to adjourn, are both privileged 
questions, but the motion to adjourn having the 
precedence, is clearly in order. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I request the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Evcervon] to withdraw bis mo- 
tion, and we will adjourn. 

Mr. POLK. {f desire to know the question 
now pending? 

The SPEAKER. 
adjourn. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 wantto understand how 
the Chair decides the question I made as a ques- 
tion of order. ‘The House divided upon the ques- 
tion of adjournment. The yeas and nays were 


Then | vote for an adjourn- 


I rise toa 


called wpon that question, and the House decided | 


that they would not adjourn, A gentlenan then 
rose to make a motion to lay the resolution upon 
the table. No division of the House has occurred 
upon that, and the yeas and nays were ordered 
upon it; and my proposition is, that until the 
House does divide upon it, the notion to adjourn 
is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order taken by the gentleman from Ken- 
‘tucky, [Mr. Marswatr.] 

Mr. HENN. 1 withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
journ. 

Mr. POLK. Iam willing to vote for the ad- 
journment, provided the gentleman from North 
‘Carolina desires to marshal his forces upon the 
other side by to-morrow morning. 

Mr. STANLY. 
me? 

Mr. POLK. 
gentleman from 
MAN. | 

The SPEAKER. 
tucky [Mr. MarsHatr] raises this question of 


No, I did not; I referred to the 
North Carolina, [Mr. Cuine- 


order: A motion was made,and a vote taken upon | 


the adjournment; following that, a motion was 


made to lay the resolution upon the table, and upon 
that proposition the yeas and nays were ordered. | 


Then followed another motion to adjourn, which 
is now pending. The Chair has no doubt that 
the motion to adjourn is in order, for the reason 
that the House has taken such action as renders 
it perfectly in order for the House to adjourn, 
otherwise the House would never adjourn until 
some distinct vote was taken upon some measure 
before it. The Chair has no doubt of the correct- 
ness of the decision. Does the gentleman appeal ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. WILCOX. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn. . t 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Sooner than consume the 
time of the House, I will withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
journ. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
nays upon that motion. 

hey were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 64, nays 103; as follows: 


I ‘renew the motion to ad- 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ashe, Averett, Bartlett, Bren 


tom, Brooke, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Joseph Cable, Lewis | 


D. Campbeti, Thompson Campbell. Chandler, Chapman, 
Clingman, Conger, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Eastman, Edger- 
ton, Floyd, Fowler, Goodrich, Grow, Harper, Holladay, 
Horstord, Hunter, Ives, Jenkins, John Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
Kuhns, Mann, Martin, McLanahan, McQueen, Meacham, 
Molony, Newton, Orr, Perkins, Powell, Russell, Sackett, 
Schoolcraft, Smart, Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, Suther- 
land, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Ward, Washburn, 


Wells, Alexander White, Williams, Woodward, and Yates 
—64. 


Itis that the House do now | 


I renew the motion to ad- | 


Did the gentleman refer to | 


The gentleman from Ken- 


I demand the yeas and 





NAYS—Mesers. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Apple- 
ton, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Beale, 


Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, George H. Brown, | 
susby, B. Carrmgtou Cabell, Caskie, Clark, Cobb, Curtis, | 
Daniel, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Danham, 


Durkev, Edmundson, Fowing, Faulkner, Fiekhn, Fiteh, 
Florence, Freeman, Heury M. Fuller, Thonsas #. D. Futler, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Hath, Hamil 
ton, Hammond, Hart, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Houston, Howard, T. M. Howe, Ligersoll, Jack 
son, Andrew Jobnson, James Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Humphrey Marshall, 
McCorkle, MceMoullin, Meade, Miller, Millson, John Moore, 
Morehead, Murray, Nabers, 


Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Rosas, Savage, Schermerborn, 
Scudder, Scarry, David L. Seymowr, Origen 3. Seymour, 


Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Kichard H. Stanton, | 


Abraham P. Stevens, St. Martin, Strother, Start, Sweet- 
ser, Benjamin Thompson, George W. 'Fhompson, Walsh, 
Watkins, Addison White, and Wileox—103. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. HENN. I movea call of the House. 
The SPEAKER. A motion for a call of the 
House is not in order during the pendency of the 
| previous question, which has been ordered to be 
put. 
The question was then taken upon the motion 


Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, | 
Peashee, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Priee, Richardson, | 
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a TIT 


to lay the resolution upon the table, and there | 


were—yeas 65, nays 97; as follows: 

Y BAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allisen, Ashe, Averett, David J. 
Bailey, Bartlett, Beale, Bocock, Buell, Joseph Cable, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chapman, 
Clingman, Conger, Dean, Doty, Durkee. Eastman, Edger 


ton, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grow, | 


Harper, Holladay, torstord, Thomas M. Howe, Ives, Jen 
kins, John Johnsen, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, 
Preston King, Mann, MeMuliin, MeQucen, Meacham, 


Millson, Miner, Molony, Newton, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, | 
Sackett, | 
sSenjamin Stanton, Stratton, | 


Penniman, Perkins, Powell, 
Schoolcratt, Scudder, Smart, 
Sweetser, Benj. ‘Fhompson, Waibridge, Wathace, Wash 
burn, Wells, Woodward, and Y ates—65. 

NAYS—Mesers. Willis Allen, William Appleton, Thos. 
H. Bayly, Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brooks, Albert G. 
Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Chandler, Clark, 
Cobb, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, Dentam, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Fautkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, 
Freeman, Itenry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 

| Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Hart, Haws, 
Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, [illyer, Houston, How 
ard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Kulins, Kartz, Landry, Letcher, Edward 
C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, MeCorkle, Me 


Rantoul, Russell, 


Donald, Meade, Miller, Jobn Moore, Morehead, Murray, | 


Nabers, Outlaw, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Price, Rich 
ardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Scher 
merhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, 
Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Abraham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, 
Sutherland, George W. ‘Thompson, Venable, Walsh, Wat 
kins, Addison White. Alexander White, Wilcox, and Wil- 
liains—97. 


So the House refused to lay the rosolution upon 
the table 

Mr. BUELL. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. WILCOX demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. AVERETT. I would ask if a motion for 
a call of the House will be in order? Thereisa 
very thin House, and I desire a full vote. 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion is not in or- 
der. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 81, nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ashe, Averett, Bartlett, Beale, 
Brooks, AlbertG. Brown, George H. Brown, Buell, Joseph 
Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, 
Chapman, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Dean, Dockery, Doty, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Ewing, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Gen- 

| try, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grow, Hamilton, Harper, Holla 
dav, Horstord, Thomas M. Howe, Ives, Jenkins, John 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, George G. 
King, Preston King, Kulins, Mann, Martin, MeMullin, 
McQueen, Meacham, Meade, Miner, Molony, Newton, 
Orr, Outlaw, Perkins, Powell, Rantoul, Richardson, Rus- 
sell, Sackett. Schoolcraft, Scudder, Smart, Benjamin Stan 


Benjamin Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Ward, Washburn, Wells, Addison White, 
White, Williams, Woodward, and Vates—8&l. 


NAY S—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Appleton, | 
Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bocock, | 


David J. 
Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, 


Caskte, Clark, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, | 
Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, | 
Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller,Gamble, Gorman, | 


Grey, Hall, Hammond, Hart, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, 


Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, Jack- || 


son, Jenkins, James Johnson, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, McCorkle, 
McDonald, Miller, Millson, John Moore, Morehead, Mur- 
ray, Nabers, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, 


ton, Frederick P. Stanton, Stratton, Sutherland, Sweetser, | 


Alexander | 


Polk, Price, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, | 


Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Sey 
mour, Smith, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’m P. Ste- 
vens, Stone. St. Martin, Strother, George W. Thompson, 
Walsh, Watkins, and Wileox—86. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
}, adoption of the first resolution. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Is it in order to 
move to lay the resolutions upon the table ? 
_ The SPEAKER. Jn the opinion ef the Chair 
nis not. 
[Cries of ‘* Call the roll!’” ** Cal? the rol} 1") 
The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the first branch of the proposition, being the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Jackson,] and it was agreed to—yeas 101, 
nays 64, as follows: 


YEAS—Mesers. Willis Alien, William Appleton, Thos. 
H. Bayly, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brooks 
Albert G. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Caskie’ 
Clark, Cobb, Curtis, Danie}, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dock. 
ery, Dunham, Edmendson, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficktin 
Fitch, Florenee, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble. 
Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Hart? 
Hawes, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, House” 
ton, Howard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Jamos 
Jotinson, George W. Jones, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lock- 
hart, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, 
Mason, McCorkle, MeDonald, McMullin, Meade, Miller, 
John Moore, Morehead, Murray, Nabers, Owtlaw, Samuel 
W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Price, Richara- 
son, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Schermer 
horn, Seurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, 
Sinth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abra 
ham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sirth- 
erland, George W. Thompson, Venable, Waleh, Ward, 
Watkins, Addison White, Alexander White, Wrleox, and 
Williams—t01. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, D. J. Bai- 
ley, Barrere, Bartiett, Brenton, George H. Brown, Buell, 
J. Cable, Lewis D. Campbi N, Thompson Campbell, Chap- 
man, Clingman, Conger, Dean, Doty, Darkee, Ea-tnan, 
Edgerton, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Goodrich, 
Grow, Harper, Holladay, Horsford, Thomas M. Howe, 
Ives, Jenkins, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Preston 
King, Kuhns, Mann, MeQueen, Meacham, Millson, Miner, 
Molony, Newton, Orr, Penniman, Perkins, Powell. Ran- 
toul, Sackett, Sechooleraft, Seadder, Smart, Benjamin 
Stanton, Stratton, Sweetser, Benjemin Thompson, Tack, 
Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, Wells, Woodward, and 
Y ates—64. 





So the first branch of the proposition was adopt- 
ed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which that resolution was adopted, and 
to lay that motion upon the table; which latter mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the adoption of the remaining resolution, 
being the one offered by the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Hitvyer. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Have we 
not taken the vote upon dividing the proposition— 
upon the first branch ? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to state 
that the vote has just been taken upon the first 
branch of the proposition, which was the original 
resolution offered by the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Jacksen.} 

Mr. MARSHALL. The point I wish to pre- 
sent to the Chair, is this: The question came up 
upon adopting the resolution as amended. That 
was the question propounded. A division of that 
question was asked. We have voted upon the 
first branch of that division, and is the whole 
question pat as required by the rule until we vote 
upon the second branch—in other words, can the 
motion to reconsider clinch the first proposition 
and leave the second to be lost? 

The SPEAKER. It can, in the opinion of the 
Chair. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
ion. 

Mr. STANLY. 
upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. DoI understand the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to make the point of order 
that it is not in order to move the reconsideration ? 
If that is the point 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
peal. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. SMART demanded the yeas and nays upon 
the remaining branch of the proposition; which 
were ordered. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Speaker 

[Cries of **Order!’? **Order!”’ ‘* The roll is 
being called.’”] 

Mr. EDGERTON. I addressed the Chair be- 
fore the roll was commenced. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
gentleman address the Chair until there was a re- 
sponse. 


Mr. EDGERTON. 


I appeal from that decis- 


I move to lay that appeal 





I will withdraw my ap- 





I did address the Chair 


| prior to the call. 


[Cries of ** It is too late!’’ * It is too kate.”’] 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would be grati- 
fied to hear w hat the gentleman has to say. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I rose to a question of 
and | addressed the Chair before. the call 


—_ a 


order, 
was comme need. 

‘Cries of ** Order !’’ ** Order!’’] 

Mr. EDGERTON. I ask 

fCries of ** 1 object 19? se] object ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is bound to rule 
the gentleman out of order. 

The question was then taken upon the remain- 

ine branch of the proposition, which was Mr. 
Hittyer’s amendment, and it was agreed to— 
yeas 100, nays 65, as follows: 
” yEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Wm. Appleton, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Bowie, Breckinridge, Brooks, George H. Brown, 
Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Chandier, Clark, Cobb, Cur- 
tis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dockery, Dunham, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, 
Freeman, Thomas J.D. Puller, Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, 
Grev. Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Hart, Haws, Haven, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, Howard, 
Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Geo, 
W. Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, 
McCorkle, MeDonald, MceMullin, Miller, John Moore, 
Morehead, Mure: Nabers, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Penn, Yolk, Porter, Price, Richardson, Riddle, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen 8S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abra’m P. Ste 
vens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, 
George W. Thompson, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Addison 
White, Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates— 
100. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, David 
J. Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Bocock, Bragg, Brenton, Buell, 
Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, ‘Thompson Campbell, 
Caskie, Chapman, Clingman, Conger, Daniel, Doty, Dur 
kee, Eastman, Edgerton, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Goode 
now, Goodrich, Grow, Harper, Holladay, Horsford, Thos. 
M. Howe, Ives, Jenkins, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
Preston King, Mann, MeQueen, Meacham, Meade, Mill- 
sun, Miner, Molony, Newton, Orr, Penniman, Perkins, 
Powell, Rantoul, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Scudder, Smart, 
Benjamin Stanton, Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, Tuck, 
Venable, Walbridge, Wailace, Washburn, Wells, and 
Woodward—65. 

So the second branch of the proposition was 
adopted. 

Mr. BRIGGS, — to the announcement 
of the vote, said: | ask permission of the House 
to vote, not having been inside the bar at the call- 
ing of my name. 

A Voice. I object. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Had I been here to vote, I 
would have voted in the affirmative. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. STANLY said: Mr. Speaker, I was in my 
seat when the roll was called. I decline to vote, 
and will publish my reasons for my constituents, 
and will not trouble the House. 

Mr Sranty handed the Reporter the following: 

| S 

I asked to be excused from voting, because I 
believe the resolution is carefully framed to enable 
Democratic Free-Soilers, and Southern Secession- 

, 
ists, to appear to favor the compromise, and yet to 
he able to say at home in particular localities, that 
they did not vote to ‘* abide by the compromise 
measures’’—to regard them as a finality. 

The resolution was, as first offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, (Mr. Fiten,] in these words: 

** Resolved, That we recognize the binding efficacy of the 
compromises of the Constitution, and believe it to be the in- 
tention of the people generally, as we hereby declare it to 
be ours individually, to abide such compromises, and to 
sustain the laws necessary to carry them out—the provision 
for the delivery or fugitive slaves included—and that we 
deprecate all further agitation of questions growing out of 
that provision, of the questions embraced in the acts of the 
last Congress known as the compromise, and of questions 
generally connected with the institution of slavery, as un- 
necesary, useless, and dangerous. ”’ 

The words, *‘ and the act of the last Congress for 
that purpose,’’ were inserted on consultation with 
several Democrats, including the gentleman from 
Georgia, as follows: 

“Resolved, That we recognize the binding efficacy of the 
compromises of the Constitution, and believe it to be the 
intention of the people generally, as we hereby declare it to 
be ours individually, to abide such compromises, and to 
sustain the laws necessary to carry them out—the provision 
for the delivery of fugitive slaves = the act of the last 

Congress for that purpose] included; and that we depre- 
cate all further agitation of questions growing out of that 
provision, of the questions embraced in the acts of the last 
Congress known as the compromise, and of questions gen 
erally connected with the institution of slavery, as unneces- 
sary, useless, and dangerous.’ 





, 


I object to voting upon resolutions, when my 
own course may be misunderstood, and when my 
vote may enable others to be misunderstood, who 
so desire. 


very in this House. I think Southern men— 


THE 


I object to all party resolutions on sla- 


Union men, anti-Secession men—should act to- 
gether upon resolutions relating to the compromise 
acts. I believe the resolutions of the ventleman 
from Georgia will enable Southern Secessionists 
to appear as favoring the compromise measures, 
and to deny at home that they did ever vote to 
abide by them—to regard them asa ** final settl 

ment.”” 

| know no party in matters connected with 
slavery and the compromiseacts. ‘They are ques- 
tions above all party considerations. | have offered 
a resolution, introduced in the Democratic caucus 
by a member from Tennessee, [Mr. Poxk,] as 
mentioned jn the letter of the distinguished eentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Bayry] in the early part 
of the have offered " with 
amendments, as handed to the Globe Reporter, and 
read at the Speake *s table this morning, num 
bered three. It is the I 
Democratic caucus (see Mr. Bayty’s letter) by the 
member from Arkansas, 
noted by me in the resolutions handed to the 
Globe Reporter, I take either of these, and will 
vote for any distinct, intelligible resoluti olfered 
by Whig or Democrat, approving of the compro- 
mise measures. 

But | will not vote on any resolution, no matter 
by whom offered, that may enable dodgers to 
appear what they are not; that will enable Free- 
Soilers and Secessionists to stand on the same 
platform, and make the slavery question a pl 
thing, a mere *‘game,’’ as it has been made by 
Van Buren & Co., in 1840-44-48, and as Messrs. 
Hallett, Rantoul, Preston King, and others of like 
political opinions, wish to make it in the elections 
of 1852. 

Reasons more in detail [ will give hereafter. 

Mr. HILLYER moved that the vote just taken 
be reconsidered, and that that motion do lie upon 
the table; which motion was agreed to. 

So the proposition as adopted is as follows: 


session. l another, 


+ lioty } ’ 
resoiuuion onered mm the 


with the amendments 


Resolved, That we recognize the binding eflicacy of the 
compromises of the Constitution, and believe it to be the 
intention of the people generally, as we hereby declare it 


to be ours individually, to abide such compromises, and to 
sustain the laws necessary to carry them out—the provis 

ion for the delivery of fugitive slaves, and the act of the 
last Congress for that purpose included—and that we dep 

recate all further agitation of questions growing out of that 
provision, of the questions embraced in the acts ot the last 
Congress known as the compromise, and of questions gen 
erally connected with the institution of slavery, as unneces 
sary, useless, and dangerous. 

Resolved, ‘That the series of acts passed during the first 
session of the Thirty-first Congress, known as the compro 
mise, are regarded as a final adjustment and a permanent 
settlement of the questions therein embraced, and should 
be maintained and executed as such. 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved the 
journ, which motion was agreed to. 
And the House adjourned. 


House ad- 


Hovse or Representatives, 4pril 6, 1852. 
To the Editor of the Congressional Globe: 

My being absent from the House yesterday at the time 
the final vote was taken on Colonel JacKson’s resolution 
in reference to the compromise, and the amendment of Mr. 
HILLYER, may require explanation, particularly as it ap 
pears from the Journal that I moved to lay the resolution of 
Colonel Jackson on the table. My early views as to the 
settlement of the question subsequently embraced in the 
several acts of Congress, known as the compromise, are 
familiar to all my friends, and were expressed by a letter to 
my constituents several months before the action of Con 
gress. Believing it unnecessary and improper to agitate 
any of the questions included in the compromise acts, as 
they were the laws of the land, and generally acquiesced 
in by the people, the reaffirming them by Congress, neither 
made them more binding nor acceptable to the country: IT, 
therefore, for the purpose of preventing a renewal of those 
exciting scenes which occurred in the Thirty-first Con 
gress, and to promote harmony and peace in the country, 
moved to lay the resolution on the table, believing this to 
be the most prudent course at the time. This motion not 
prevailing, and fully believing, from the effort made to post 
pone a direct vote, it would be at a late hour before the 
House could obtain direct action on the resolutions, I left 
for my lodging. The day being inclement, I was detained 
longer than I anticipated. On my return to the House the 
roll was being called on Mr. Hittiyer’s amendment, and, 
my name being passed, [ had not an opportunity of record 
ing my vote, which I regret, as | should have voted for the 
original resolution and amendment. Very respectfully, 

M. H. BEALE. 





Hocse or Representatives, -@pril 7, 1852. 
To the Editor of the Congressional Globe : 

Sir: Having been detained, by indisposition, from my 
seat in the House on Monday, the 5th instant, when, the 
final vote was taken upon the adjustment resolutions of 
Messrs. Jackson and Hittyer, of Georgia, I desire to state 
that, if | had been present, I should have voted for each of 
those resolutions, and I doubt not, in doing so, should have 
reflected the will of almoet if not the entire constituency 
that I have the honorto represent. Very respectfully, your 

| obedient servant, ISHAM G. HARRIS 
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NOTICES OF BILLS 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN gave notice of his intention to ack 


leave to introduce a bill for u ascerta i of public 
land | the settlement of land tides in New Mexico, and 
for rp " 
Als il to provide for th vey tl mblic lands 
1 New Meni and ior ot ' it 
PETITION F 
The following petitions, memoria Ac... were presented 
under the rule, and reterred to th propria ' tleeet 
By Mr. ROBBINS: ‘1 petition of William W. Jurve 
nal, Eaq., asking pay for the w asses examined t e the 
commissioner appointed to take lest nV thie ise of the 
céentested election in the for th district of | mylivania, ia 
the Thirty-first Congre 
By Mr. MILLER: The petit of 24 ! of Ran 
dolph county, Missouri, pray ‘ f ‘ of al 
ternate secthons of publre land, to au th onetruction of 
the North Missourt Railroad 
By Mr. MACE The memorial of Dr. Hartwe Carver 
id tits a on tes, asking & mw i mtruct a i wilrom 
pointon the M j vi int t ma 
I Nii n the Pacit u 
i Vr. DURKEE l remonstran a | W M 
gatt amd 209 others, of the county of Milw Wiscou 
Sin, againstt uewal \\ t ' 
Rv Mr. DOTY | prertitie Fox ¢ k, President 
the Cascade mi Lake M » Ras ul ¢ ipAny, 
asking a grantot ia to said any th 1 o the con 
t i :o udrt i 
Also, the pr on of A. G. k, Charlies J. Randall and 
others, asking at ! rout ne Theresa to ¢ is, by 
Mayville, Horrikon, J in, OM Grov | Lowell 
By Mr. MARSHALL, of Caliiornia tition of the 
State officers and both bra the Leg iture of Cali 
| t, lor tiie estadlis nentof a branch mint at San Fran 
\lso, the petition of merchant: d citi is of San Fran 
»>for the sami itp 
By Mi i n of heir Captain Thomas 
= iorick, OF Sout Carolina, tf ritnula 
iv Mr. FICKLIUN Ih petition of Hl. H. MePherson, 
and numerous ot r citivens of Washington, praying for 
free sutirage and the abolition of the poll tax as a qualinea 
tion t voting uoder th y « urter 
By Mr. WELGHTMAN: The memorial of the Legistative 
Assembly of the Territory of New Mex praying Congress 
thatthe law organizing the ‘Territory may b o amended 
to allow an annual session of inetvy, in heu of torty 
days; to provide tor the payment of interpreters and trans 
lators, and two sets ot cicerks 
Also, joint resolution of the Legislative Assembly of the 
rerritory of New Mexico, memorializing Congr in con 
sequence of doubts which “ exist in the mind of the comp 
troller of the United States”’ in regard to the legality of the 
late session of the Legislature, to legalize the ime so as to 
couclude all such doubts, and declaring that the Legislative 
Assembly has no doubton the subject 
Also, the memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the 
Territory of New Mexico, praying Congress to provide by 
law for the entranchising of certain Mexicans, resident in 
New Mexico, who declared their intention of retaining their 


character as Mexican citizens, on condition that they re- 
nounce allegiance to Mexico and take the oath of allegiance 
to the United States 

Also, the memorial of a citizen of New Mexico, with ac 
companying papers, praying that provision be made tor 
paying a commission which, by authority ot the L lative 
Assembly of the Territory of New Mex , drew up a code 


of laws for that Territ 


By Mr. FLORENCE: The memorial of Harriet Ward, 
of Philadelphia, praying the passage of an exp! wory act 
of the “act of the Senate No. 279, first session of the T'wen 
ty-ninth Congress, granting her a pension as the widow of 


Joseph Ward, gunner’s mate, United States Navy 

By Mr. FOWLER: The remonstrance of C. Nash and 
142 others legal voters of Norfolk county, Maseae husetts, 
against the reestablishment of the practice of flogging in 
the Navy. 

ty Mr. HOUSTON: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Alabama, praying the establishment of a mail route from 
Jonesboro’, Alabama, to York, in Walker county, Ala- 
bama. 

by Mr. KUHNS: 
Sen. , and other citizens of Penney g 
to authorize by law the construction of a ratiroad trom 
Council Bluff, on the Missouri river, and extending up the 
valley of the Platte river, to the South Path, in the Rocky 
Mountains, to California and Oregon 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of a number of citizens of 
Charleston, South Carolina, for a light in the harbor 

By Mr. WELLS: A petition of certain citizens of Ful- 
ton county, New York, praying for a donation of public 
lands towards the completion of the Saratoga and Sackett’s 
Harbor Railroad. 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The remonstrance of Mat- 
thew Hastings and 66 others, citizens of Calais, Maine, 
against the passage of any law which shall render more 
valuable to Thomas Blanchard, or his assigns, a patent for 
turning irreguiar forms 

By Mr. STUART: The petition of 2,300 eitizens of 
Michigan, asking an appropriatian for the improvement of 
the harbor at the mouth of the Kalamazoo river, in that 
State. 


The petition of James B 
| 


VicCreight, 


Vania, praying (ongress 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, -Ipril 6, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrietron fF. Monean. 
; EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Navy, in answer to a resolution of the Senate 
calling upon him to express his opinion as to the 
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expedienc} of a recounoissance of the routes of 
navigation in the Northern seas, and in the China 
a Jay an seas; and whether any vessels belong- 

17 to the service can be used for that pt irpose; 
would be the expense 6 f such 
fe 


and, also, what 





a reconnoissance; which was read, referred to 


the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed 
mh 


he PRESIDENT pro lempore lnid before the 
Senate ‘onmunication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, a report of the Chief of the Ordnance 
Sureau, as to the necessity of establishing suita- 
ble dendts for the preservation of gunpowder be- 
longing to the United States; 
referred to the Coramittee or 


which was read and 

Military Affair 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore jaid betor: 


Senate a petion of citizens of Dallas count Al 


Y. JLimo- 
extension of 
W oodworth’s patent fora planing machine; w hich 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office 

Mr. RHETT presented thie petition of John 
W. Stuckey, assistant marshal for taking the 
seventh census in Sumner district, South Caro- 
lina, praying additional compensation; which was 
referred to the Comniéttee of Claims. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a petition of citizens 
of Clark county, Arkansas, remonstrating against 
an extension of Woodworth’s patent fora planing 
machine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of residents 
if Ohio, praying the enactment of such Jaws as 
will authorize the erection of bridges over the 
Ohio, and other navigable rivers; whic h was re 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti- 
tion of Absalom Kyle and William C, Kyle, pray- 
ing the compensation for transporting the mail, 
due according to the terms of their contract; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of 3. Hi: 
Jones, praying that land may be granted to settlers 
on the Menomonee Purchase, who are not pos- 
sessed of other land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


bana, remons straung against an 


TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I present the memorial of 
Henry O'Reilly, proposing a system of inter- 
communication by mail and telegraph between 
the Atlantic and Pacific States. I would state in 
resenting this memorial, that Mr. O'Reilly has 
iad great experience in the business of telegraphs 
throughout the United States, espec ially mn the 
Southern and Western State: He proposes to 
establish a line of telegraphs from the Mississippi 
valley to the Pacific. He asks no appropriation 
of money or lands from the Government; he asks 


no donation, no grant, no gifts of any kind. He 


ynly asks to be } rotected along the line, so that 
his communication can be keptup. He suggest 
in his memorial, that, inasmuch as present laws 


provide for a line of military posts from the Mis- 


} . ee t 7 
SIPpl Valley to the Pacific , those posts shall be 


arranged that they may protect the telezraphic 
omm Ca ) thats to be established alone that 
line. The s rrestion is, that instead of establi l- 
ing ierge posts, with a large number o| men at 


each, you should reduce them so that they shall 


be twenty mules irt, and only twentv men, or 


other smal! number, at eacl 


} 


: and nus Keep up the 
communisation throughout the line. Healso sug- 
gests that these men along that line may be made 
the instruments of carrying the mail, ea 
ending a file of : . 
to the nex! and thus carry the mail 
atthe same time that they etlect a line of 
munication, and protect the emigrant route. The 
object of his memorial is to establish a telegraph; 
But he suggests, in 


S 


oldiers, when the mai! arrives 
post with it, 


connection with that, these 
other advantages that would result from it. He 
suggests, also, 1 connection with it, that by en- 
ouraging a system of emigration, to be established 
n! ong the line, by throwing the lands open to actual 
sr iy it would soon become a populated coun- 
try. These other considerations, however, are 
merely incidental, and may be adopted by Con- 
gress or not, All he asks is permission to estab- 
lish a telegraphic line from the Mississippi valley, 
where the wires now terminate, to the Pacific 
ocean, and to be protected by this line of military 


_ the second reading. 


posts, so that he can ‘keep, up the communication 
for the benefit both of the Government and of the 
public. 

I will state that this same plan was !aid before 
a railroad convention at St. Louis in 1849, and re- 
ceived their wpproval. lt is the firm conviction 
of all those living in the Mississippi vz alley—of 
the intelligent men who have directed their atten- 
tion to the subject, that this line coald be well pro- 
tected, and thusthe means of communication kept 
up constantly between the Atlantic and Pacific. 
Mr. O'Reilly states, in his memorial, that within 
two vears from this time, with this line completed, 
he would beable to deliver the European news on 
the shores of the Pacific, within one week froin 
the time it left the European continent. I move 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


that the memorial be printed, and referred to the | 


Committee on the Territories. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 

The PRESIDEN The motion to print will 
vo to the Committee on Printing under the rule. 

Mr. BORLAND. I wish to suggest that it 
would save time to order the printing now. It is 
1 matter of interest, and I suppose there can be no 
doubt as to what would be the report of the Com- 
mittee on Printing. By unanimous consent, I 
suppose the printing can now be ordered. 

‘The PRESIDENT. By unanimous eoansent, 
the printing can now be ordered. 

Mhere being no objection, the question was then 
taken, and the motion to print was agre ‘ed to, 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Charl oe S. Mat- 
thews, Charles Wood, and James Hall, re ported 
it back with an amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee of Claims, 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of 
Thomas Develin, reported it back without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of John 
McAvoy, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read and pe issed to 
The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whie h was referred the petition of 
Nathan Weston, jr., late additional paymaster in 
the United States Army , Submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the petition of Russell & Jones, surviving 
partners of Brown, Russell, & Co., asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof, 
and that it be referred to the Committee of Claims; 
which was agreed to 

MANUFACTURE OF PERCUSSION CAPS. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the petition of Rich- 
ard M. Bouton, praying for compensation from 
the United States Goveri tment for the use of the 
mai are discovered by 


ot pere 
! 


‘ him fer the manufacture 
ission c ot a 18 Instructed me to rep morta 
fil aeenmuantiat a written report In makin o 
out this report and. f ll, we found tha it there were 
three persons equally interested in this inven- 
tion, Which is a machine for making 
percussion caps; and the committee has instructed 
me to report a bill that covers the case of all 
three. We do not separate them. But I find 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs has already 
reported a bill in favor of one of the parties—for 
the relief of the widow of Marvin W. Fisher, 
rranting to her $20,000. We report $5,000 in 
the same case, after having thoroughly examined 
the subject ask that the bill reported by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs may be taken up, so 
that I may offer this bill as an amendment to it, 
that both may lie upon the table together. 

The PRESIDENT. When that bille omesup 
this can be offered as an amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. It may, perhaps, be over- 
looked then, and both bills might accidentally be 
assed, 

Mr. DAVIS. 
the docket. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will pursue that course. I 
accordingly now report a bill for the relief of 


} 1} 
and filling 


Report this bill and let it go on 


| Richard M. Bouton, George Wright, and the wid- 


ow of Marvin W. Fisher 
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The bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BADGER, agreeably to previous not 











ce 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bil] 
amend and to extend the cee of an act 
approved July 29, 1846, and entitled “An act 


relation to the payment of claims;” which was 

read a firstand second time by its title, and referred 

to the Committee of Claims. 

MAIL SERVICE ON THE OHIO AND MiISsis- 
SIPPI RIVERS. 

Mr. BORLAND. I ask leave to introduce . 
bill, of whieh I did not give formal notice; but, | 
think, that, from my own remarks, and those of 
other Senators, the other day, sufficient notice was 
given of my intention to introduce it. It is a bill 
to establish mail lines on the Ohio and Mississipp; 
rivers. 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent to obtain leave to introduce the bill now, 
notice not having been given. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
and the bill was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 

Mr. BORLAND. [ask that the bill may hav. 
its second reading now, with a view to reference: 
and I wish that it may be read through for the 
information of the Senate. 

The bill was read a second time. 

It proposes that the Postmaster General be re 
quired to establish lines of mail service on the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers, from Louisville, Ken 
tucky, and from St. Louis, Missouri, to New 
Orleans, Louisiana, in proper connection with the 
lines now in operation on the Ohio river above 
Louisville and on the Cumberland river; and cause 
the mails to be carried on those lines once a day; 
and that the service thus required be procured in 
the same way, and in conformity with the general 
laws and regulations of the Post Office Department, 
from the lowest and best bidder, by contract, after 
advertisement made and published in the regular 
and usual manner. 

It was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS. 

A messave from the President of the United 
States was received, by Mr. M. P. Fittmone, his 
Secretary, announcing that he had signed the en 
rolled bill entitled «An act amendatory of the act 
entitled * An act to provide for holding the courts 
of the United States in éase of the sickness or 
other disability of the judges of the district courts,’ 
approved July 29th, 1850.” 


BILL PASSED. 
The engrossed bill, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of James Jones,’’ was read a third time and passed 


BILLS FROM THE HOUSE. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, were severally read a first and second 
time by their titles, and referred to their appro 
priate ¢ committees, as follows: 
~ To the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Cobb; 

A bill for the relief of William Dwelly; 

A bill for the relief of Catherine Clark; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Shade; 

A bill for the relief of Thomas P. Dudley; 

{ bill for the relief of George Cassady 

A bill for the relief of John Hazen; 

{ bill for the relief of David Murphy, of Ohio; 

A bill for the relief of Jonas D. Platt, of New 
York; 

A bill to increase the pension of Henry Chick, 
of Cocke county, Tennessee; 

A bill for the relief of B. B. Bennett; and 

A bill for the relief of Maurice K. Simons. 

To the Committee on Private Land Claims: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Jeremiah 
Wingate; 

A bill for the relief of Ira Baldwin; 

A bill for the relief of Robert Nelson; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of William 
MeFarland; and 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of Semoice, a 
friendly Creek Indian. 

To the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill for the relief of Sergeant Leonard Skinner. 

To the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill for the relief of James A. Fawnes; and 
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A bill for the relief of Monmouth B. Hart, Joe! 
Kelly, and William Close, securities for the Sass 
Benjamin F. Hart, a purser in the United States 


Navy. 





CREEK INDEMNITY CLAIM. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. 


resolution: 


I submit the following 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be requested 


to furnish to the Senate all information in the office of the 
Commissioner of Indian Atfairs, showing the names and 
number of claimants of the liquidated balanc e of indemnity 
due to friendly Creek Indians for losees in the Creek war 
of 1812, and the amounts respectively due to them. 

Mr.S. Iexpect tocall up thesubject-matterofthat 
resolution for the consideration of the Senate at an 
early day. The statement which it requires, will 
give information necessai y to illustrate the nature 
and character of the claim referred to. I hope that 
there will be no objec tion to considering the reso- 
lution at this time, as it merely asks for informa- 
tion with respect to business which must neces 

wily come before the Senate at an early day. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to. 


INDIAN COMMISSIONERS IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. WELLER. 


tion: 


Resolved. ‘That the Sec retary of the Interior be directed 
to inform the Senate, first, whether the Indian cotamis- 
sioners Or agents in the State of California, in their nego 
tiations, have contracted any debts for which the Govern 
ment is liable; and if so, the amount thereof; second, 
whether any drafts, drawn by said commissioners or agents, 
have been protested by the Department; and if so, the 
amount. 


Mr. W._ I shall ask for the consideration of 
that resolution now, as the information sought 
will be of importance when we come to act upon 
the deficiency bill. I know that debts have been 
contracted to the amount of $700, 000, for which 
certificates or drafts have | 


I offer the following resolu- 


veen given by the In- 
dian commissioner. Those drafts are in the hands 
if citizens of California, who have furnished sup- 
plies to the commissioner to be furnished to the 
Indians. It will be necessary, if these debts have 
heen contracted in good faith, for the Government 
to pay them, unless it be that the Indian commis- 
sioner has transcended his authority in these con- 
tracts. This resolution simply calls ‘for the amount 
of these debts, if any have been contracted. In 
my judgment, they are so large that the subject 
should receive the prompt attention of the Senate. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


FLORIDA ELECTION COMMITTEE. 
Mr. MASON. I received aletter, about a week 


ago, from the honorable Senator from Indiana, 
[Mr. Bricurt,} dated at his residence in Indiana, 
informing ree, that in conseque nee of an afflictive 
death in his family, he should strumge & be de- 
tained at home for three or four weeks. He there 

tore requ ests me to ask the Senate to excuse him 
f; “Om serving on the selec t committee on the Fl t 

ida Senatorial election case. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia whether he has not heard from 
the Senator from Indiana more recently than the 
time to which he refers? 

Mr. MASON. I have not 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is he not already on his 
way here? 

Mr. WALKER nay be as well 

’ mention that, from informati on which I have 


received, I expect Mr. Bricur to be herein aday 
) 


P 
Perhaps i 
i 


or two, and that it may be advi ible not to take 


action on the proposition of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, for that time at least. 

Mr. MASON. In reply to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I may state th: at | have heard nothing 
from the Senator from Indiana since the letter 
have alluded to, which I received a weekago, and 
which was dated some three or four days prior to 
the time I received it. I have no objection that 
aetion should be delayed for a few days on the mo- 
tion I have made. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator with- 
draw the motion? 


Mr. MASON. I do. 


JUDICIAL SALARY IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. RHETT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary do in- 
quire into the propriety of increasing the salary of the judge 
of the district court of the United States for the State of 
South Carolina 


OTTAWA AND CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 
Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was acreed to 


Resolved, That the C 
structed to in 


ynmittee on Indian Affairs be in 
re into the expediency of waking provision 





for the amicable arrangement with the Ottawa and Chip 
pewa Indians of all questions arising under the treaty + 
them of 1836, relative to the continued occupancy of th 
lands reserved to them, and the consideration to be paid { 
such cession; and, also, as to the expediency of making an 
appropriation to enable the proper Department to « st 
mate such measures as may be necessary for ieir perma 
pent setticement in the countrv where they now reeid: 


NON-INTERVENTION. 

Mr HUNTER. | move to postpone all the 
special orders pre edi 4 the resolution respect 
the doctrine of non-intervention 

Mr. BORLAND. 


that question, | desire to say 


Before a vote is taken o1 
‘ that but for the 
reneral understanding that the resolution whos 
consideration it is now moved to 
be considered to-day, to the exclusion of every 
thing else, | should have moved to take up the 
resolution of inquiry with regard to the expedi 
tion to J ipan. 1 shall to-morrow move to take 
up that resolution. I make this sugg 
justice to myself, lest it might be supposed that | 
had abandoned it ultogether. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 wish to state that | hope that 
when the Senator from Virginia shall have cor 


1 } 1 
cluded his remarks to-day, we may resume the 


resume, Was 


restion in 


consideration of the subject which was before us 
yesterday. 


‘The motion to postpone all ot } 


her special orders 


and to proce d to the consideration of the resolu 
tion ottered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
was agree a to, and the Senate resumed its consid- 
e of the Whole. 


iddressed the Senate for two 


eration as in Committe 

Mr. MASON 
hours in s ipport of the doctrine if non-interven 
tion. A report of his speeci h will be found tn the 
Appendix. 

Mr. BELL. ‘The Senate are aware that it ha 
been my desire to be heard on this subject. I 
submit to the Senate to appoint some da 
to take up this subject again. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD and others suggested 
Monday. 

Mr. BELL. 
pressed in the mean time, | have no disposition to 
Monday or Tuesday next 

Several Senators suggested Tuesday. 

Mr. BELL. I move to postpone the turther 
considé ration of the resoluti ms until Ti esaay 






If there are any measures to be 


ask to be heard before 





next. 

Mr. COOPER. I should be ad | > 
tor from Tennessee would tix a day ea y} 
week. i des re to obtam the floe: if no one ¢ é 
does, at the conclusion of the Senator’s speech 
and I should like to have an opportunity to ad- 
dress the Senate on some early day during the 
next week. 

Mr. CASS. I wishto suggest whet it would 
not ve bettert ro ¢ a d é ni I aise i 
before we take up any other subie: 

Mr BEL}. ] de sire t accor j e mF 
men. When I madethe mo 0} toon 
Tuesd vy, | } ud iW W he rie sure reported \ 
the honorable Senator from Virginia, {Mr. Huw 

ER, 1 to the public buildings. I tl r 
that 1 8 Yr these resolu « ti! | lé 
day next, tl n sure and the Th me 
uso might be taken wp and disposed of in 
mean time. I have no object wever, to any 
day that may suit the convenience of the Senat 

Mr. COOPER. Wednesday will suit i 


therefore I have no objection to fix Tuesday next 
for hearing the Senator fr 

Mr. BADGER. I wish merely, at this time, 
to remind the Senate (what perhaps has escaped 
their recollection) that on the first or second day 
of February, if my memory serve 
I commenced a speech on the compromise reso 
lution offere d by the late Senator, now Governor 

’ Mississippi, which 1 have consente! to post 


i 


l Te nnesse 


none, from time to time, rather than interfere with 
the convenience of other gentlemen. Believing, 
as I did then, and do now, that the views I have 
to submit contain salt enough to keep them sound 
for any reasonable period, I have not pressed the 
Senate to hear me; but I beg leave to suggest to 
my friend that I think it is not unreasonable that 
I should be allowed, in the course of some few 
days, to complete the spene h which I then com- 
menc ‘ed I believe it has been longer on the car- 





pet than any speech I ever heard of either 
House of Congress. I wish to give'notice now, 
that to-merrow, during the morning hour, I shall 


isk the Senate to take up that resolution, with 
an view of appoirting some particular day for its 
Iwi id it I do it less on my 
vn account than on vunt of a friend on 
his floor. he Senator from Miss ssippi [Mr 
Bro KE has reasons which induce him to think 
ILA matter ot nterest and mpot! — Lo h imself 
» be heard upon that resolution; 1 assure the 
penate iat it js far more with a view te his grati 
ication than my own that I shall | to-morrow ask 


= ‘ 


the Senate to take up that resoluuon, and fix aday 


iis consideration 


Che motion to postpone the further considera- 


mm of the resolutions until Tuesday, was savreed 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On the motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 


t ceeded to the consideration of Executive bus 
ness nd, after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tverspay, -fpril 6, 1852. 
The Hlouse met at twelve o’clock, m Praye 
the Rev. Lirrtetron F’. Morean. * 
lof yesterday was read a! 
DISCIPLINE IN THE NAVY. 
The SPEAKER. The first business in order 


day } roved 


} 
i 


the p oposition to re onsider the vote vy which 

t 
i@ Dill to ent "e discipline 1 the val service 
was rejected: and upon it the gentieman from 


Michigan Mr, Stuart] is entitled to the floor 
Mr. MEACHAM 
ae ees a jot resolute ind | ask that 
be read tor information 
Mir. GORMAN. 1 object to its reading 
Mr. STUART Mr. Speaker, I desire~ 


Vir. GORM AN. The order of business, I be 


eve, is the call of the committees for report 


| OSA ne unanimous an 


CHARGES AGAINST THE CIRCUIT COURT OF 
rHE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Vir. WALSH. I desire to call the attention of 
the House te a matter, and ask leave to present a 
ié rlai of as ‘ racter 
Phe SPEAKI R Che gentleman from India 
Vir. Gorman yn the floo 
Mr. GORM AN During the morning hour, I 
ley tand,t ile me 1s t » I devoted to the call of 
The SPEAKEI The rst business in order 
is the motion to ree der the vote by which the 
lin enforce discipline t Navy wa rejected, 
Mr GOR MAN. W hat the first thing in 
order during the oe 
he SPI AKI 4.4 Iti 1] ered iotion to 
i sider the vote by eh e bill to enfore 
i pil i he N vy rejected, a d upon 
Ww h the f man from Michigar Mr. Srt 
ART] IS € led to fli he ee f fron 
Viary I (Mr. Wausn idaress the Unarr, a 
e tlouse t re memoria 
M W A Lt SH | na Hee 1 ne ria 
ed i hand vy Tl vy May, of t Balti 
more Ti iL i¢ recut 
‘ l ‘ 1) d es 1 de 
n ‘ on l inde t if € ! 
matt re red I y , it ! é 
Imv men re ley t t ee 
Mr. HOUSTON I iv a word to th 
} ' Tr \f { \I Waray i 
The SPEAKER f) tleman object 
Mr. HOUSTON I w d to object, 
é \ rere f nt to ake 
ré tio . 
The SPEAKER. D ot in order 
Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not want to debate it 
The SPEAKER. If the gentlen } from Mary- 
if{Mr. WaLrsn io0ses to offer his memorial, 
let eceived The ge lem I n Maryland 
sks to of emorial 
Mr. HOUSTON. That is true; but I under- 
stood him further to say that he means to debate 
Mr. W AL SEI. | do not mean to say a word 
upon the subject of the memorial. 1 wish merely 
to § ry to tl eH why [ trouble them with the 





reeertatior f thre netition 
resentat OF} LIS eullor 


: It asks for a change 
of venue in the case of Dinsmore against Wilke 
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from tue circuit court of the county of Washing- 
ton to the criminal court of said county and Dis- 
trict, by Henry May, of the Baltimore bar. He 
prefers charges against the circuit court in the Dis- 
trict. I move a reference of the petition to the 


* Committee on the Judiciary. 


VI ee. | i¢ U S1'( IN . l shall not object. 

M r. Lt i yy ] ER objected, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Waxsu] asks leave to introduce a me- 
morial, that it may be referred. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Having made this 
statement, the gentleman from Maryland can pre- 
sent it under the rule. 

Mr. WALSH. Having obtained my main 
wish, to bring to the notice of the House the char- 
acter of the paper, and to present it openly, I will 
now file it under the rule. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have been instructed by 
the Committee on Military Affairs, to submit a 
report of a bill which came from the Senate. It 
will give rise to no debate, and my object is, to 
have it made the special order at some early day. 

Mr. OLDS obje ted. 

Mr. DANIEL. ft wish simply to suggest to 


the House, as we have not had reports for a great | 


while, and as there are a great many on hand, | 
that we may, by general consent, be permitted to | 


receive reyorts during the morning hour. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Danrev] suggests, that the House 


proceed to a reception of reports from committees. | 


Mr. SACKETT. 


I wish to make an inquiry 


of the Chair, whether the morning hour will begin | 


until we are through with the privileged question? 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour will not 
commence until the privileged question is disposed 
of. 
A Member. 
business. 


The SPEAKER. 


I call for the regular order of 


The Chair has again and | 


again stated that the business first in order, is the | 


reconsideration of the vote by which the bill pro- 


viding for discipline in the Navy was defeated, | 


and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Stuart] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. Will it be in order to 
move to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER, It will not; the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Sruarr] claiming the floor, 
and being upon it. If that gentleman will yield 
for such a purpose, such a motion would be in 
order. 


Mr. STUART. I donot propose to consume any | 
unnecessary amount of time in the discussion of | 


this question. Had the debate upon it the other day | 


been of a different, and in my judgment, of a legit 


mate character, | would not have said anything. | 


I adopted such a course on that occasion as | 
thought was quite proper when I asked of the 


Committee on Naval Affairs and the House to per- | 
mit that question to go over until Thursday then || 
next, that the bill might be printed, and that mem- | 


bers might have an opportunity to examine it, so 


that we might act understandingly upon the whole | 


subject. 
able state of things occurred in this House. 
tlemen who are not members of the Naval Com- 
mittee took up this question and proclaimed to the 


Sueceeding that request, a most remark- | 
Gen- | 


House that they had examined it; and one gentle- | 


tleman made a speech, and, upon the heel of it, 


moved the previous question, and against the re- | 


quest of the chairman of the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, who asked for leave to amend the bill, and 
thus forced this House to vote upon it as it was. 
Now, [I think that a little remarkable in the his- 
tory of legislation; and I hope that by this time 
the gentleman has become satisfied that, however 
much the House are disposed to listen to him, or 
any other gentleman who has examined and under- 
stands a question, they are not disposed to havea 
measure forced upon them without their consent. 
We are told, that since flogging had been abol- 


ished in the Navy of the United States, there was | 
now no power of distipline left, and that the Navy | 
was afloat upon every sea without any power | 


whatever to control or discipline the petty officers 
and seamen. This was one of the reasons which 
was urged upon us for immediate action. The 
other one was, that a fleet was about to sail for 
Japan, and would sail before Thursday, and it was 


indispensable that this bill should be passed, in |) op 





|| I shall undertake to show, in a few words, that 


neither of these reasons is founded in fact. In 
the first place, every provision of the law of 1800 is 
in full foree in regard to discipline in the Navy 
except that part which authorizes flogging; and if 
gentlemen will turn their attention to that subject, 
] think that those who desire the most rigid disci- 
pline will find their anxiety amply satisfied in that 
aw. The third article of that act provides that— 


* Any officer, or other person in the Navy, who shall be 
guilty of oppression, cruelty, fraud, profane swearing, 
drunkenness, or any other scandalous conduct tending to 
the destruction of good morals, shall, if an officer, be 
cashiered, or suffer such other punishment as a court-mar 
tial shall adjudge; if a private, shall be put in irons, or 
flogged at the discretion of the captain, not exceeding twelve 
lashes; but if the ofiense require severer punishment, he 
shall be tried by a court-martial, and suffer such punish- 
ment as said court shall inflict.” 


Thus we see that under the law of 1800 a cap- 
tain still retains the power to, and can of his own 
volition, put a man in irons for misconduct; and 
by the fourteenth and fifteenth articles it is pro- 
vided as follows: 


‘© Arr. 14. No officer or private in the Navy shall dis- 
obey the lawful orders of his superior officer, or strike him, 
or draw or offer to draw, or raise any weapon against him, 
while in the execution of the duties of his office, on pain 
of death, or such other punishment as a court-martial shall 
inflict. 

** Art. 15. No person in the Navy shall quarrel with any 
other person in the Navy, nor use provoking or reproachful 
words, gestures, or menaces, on pain of such punishment 
as a court-martial shall adjudge.”’ 


In the face of all these provisions which run 


| from putting a man in irons up to taking his life, 


it is said here that there is no power to secure dis- 
cipline in the Navy, and gentlemen rise up here 
and say, that the fleet which is about to sail for 
Japan cannot go without endangering the lives of 


| the commanders of the vessels—unless Congress, 


in thirty minutes, pass this law. I think I have 
shown by the law that this part of the argument 
isanerror. I learn from the relatives of one of 
the officers about to sail upon that same expedi- 
tion, that it is not expected it will leave before 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1) 


June, and he telegraphed some time since for his | 


wife to come on to New York and stay with him 


| until that time. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would like 
to state, if the gentleman will allow me, that I 
was reported as having said, in the debate the other 


' 
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not committed within any State, the trial shall be 
place or places as the Congress may by law have 


at such 
directed,” 

By the fifth article of the Amendments to the 
Constitution it is provided that— 

‘** No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or om 
erwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indict 
ment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or 
naval forces, orin the militia, when in actual service ili time 
of war or public danger. ”’ , 


Now, sir, I know it is said that these words 
. . . , . , 
‘in time of war or public danger,”’ are limited jn 
their application to the militia, and that they have 


| no application to the words ** land or naval forces,” 


But, sir, | submit that by no rule of grammatical 
construction can this interpretation prevail; and [| 
also submit that upon no ground of necessity 
ought it to be adopted. We can very readily per- 
ceive, Mr. Speaker, that when the Army and the 
Navy are engaged in time of war, or great public 
danger, infinite difficulties might arise if the civil 
power, at the pleasure of all the civil officers au- 
thorized to exercise it, might send process into the 
Army and Navy to be executed, and thus inter- 
fere with and embarrass the movements and the 
discipline of that Army or Navy, which the Con- 
stitution and laws have placed under the direction 
of the President of the United States and the sub- 
ordinate officers. But let me ask, if in time of 
peacea regiment of soldiers is stationed at Detroit, 
or at any other post within the United States, and 
one of the soldiers composing that regiment com- 
mits an infamous crime, in the language of the 
Constitution, what reason, what public necessity 
is there for deciding that that crime should not be 
tried by the civil authorities? Sir, there is none. 
And I say, if this were a new question, and if 
there had been no enactments under it, I should 
insist, and insist with confidence, that the trial for 
a crime committed within the United States, or 
within any of the States, would not be by a court- 


| martial, and could not be disposed of in any other 


| day, that this expedition was to leave on last || : : 
| are gentlemen authorized to come in here and 


Wednesday. I stated that a part of the expedi- 
tion was to leave at that time. I had seen Com- 
modore Perry a few days before, and he said he 
himself would not leave fora month or more. I 
did not state that the whole expedition was about 
to leave. 
month. 


Mr. STUART. 


Then the argument used upon 


| that occasion, that unless the bill was passed, it 


would be exceedingly difficult to get the law into 


| the possession of the officers of the fleet, so as to 


be of any service to them, was groundless, because 
if the Commodore was not to leave until the first 
of June, nothing would be lost, for he is the man 
to have thelaw. The argument falls to the ground 
in any event. I propose to look at this question 


| for a few minutes in a twofold point of view; first, 


as to the power of Congress to pass such law; and 
in the next place, as to the policy of passing them, 


| conceding the power. 


There are several provisions in the Constitution 


| of the United States which bear upon this question; 


| all becoming modesty. 


and although, sir, | am aware that a difference of 
opinion exists among gentlemen in reference to 
their construction, it is for that very reason I wish 
to put forth my own opinions, and I hope, with 
Yet, sir, I do most re- 
spectfully ask the attention of every member of 


| this House to those provisions, which | think will 
| induce them, if not to agree with me upon their 


construction, at least to agree with me upon the 
question of policy. The power of Congress to 
make all the necessary regulations in the Consti- 
tution is provided for in these words: 

“To make rules for the governmentand regulation of the 
land and naval forces. ”’ 

Then, sir, in reference to the punishment of 
crimes, there are several provisions which, in my 
judgment, should be looked at with regard to some 
of the provisions in the bill before us. The first 
of these provisions is as follows: 


‘* The trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, 
all be by jury; and such trial shall be beld in the State 


order that the fleet might have the advantage of it. || where the sid crimes shall have been committed, but when 





I know that a part will not leave for a 


'| ashamed of it. 


way than that pointed out by the Constitution. 
But, sir, if we are not estopped by the Constitu- 
tion from this sort of legislation, let us look at the 
necessity. For fifty years, sir, this law has been 
in force, to which I have just called the attention 
of the House, and there has been nothing sub- 
tracted from it at the end of half a century, 
excepting the power to flog. Now, I ask by what 
process of reasoning, by what evidence of facts, 


assert, that the taking away of that power to flog 
has destroyed all discipline in the Navy, and left 
it afloat at the mercy of the men? 

It has been said, sir, that those who object to 
the restoration of that power, and those who ob- 
ject to some provisions still more enormous, are 
exercising a sickly sentimentality, and that it is 


| of the same character as that which sympathizes 


and mourns over the fate of the culprit in all cases. 
Mr. Speaker, I shall never be deterred from pro- 
priety of action here on account of any such charge 
as that; and if you will show me a man, sir, who 
hasno sympathy whatever with his fellow-creature, 
let his misfortunes be what they may, you will 
show me a man with whom! do not desire to asso- 
ciate. My idea of the enforcement of the law is, 
to enforce it with feeling, with sympathy, and with 
mercy. It is enforced as a stern, imperative duty; 
and I should fear a man upon the bench of any 
court in this Union, more than I should fear the 
most feroeious of beasts in the forest, who was 
administering the law with feelings of vengeance, 
destitute of sympathy. This argument, sir, that 
our Navy cannot exist, that now floats upon every 
sea, and that it is to be at the mercy of pirates, in 
the persons of your own sailors, if flogging is not 
retstablished, or some other punishment equally 
enormous, isa stereotyped argument. Oceans of 
crocodile tears have been shed in times gone by, 
whenever the Legislature has attempted to move 
one inch from barbarity. Who does not remem- 
ber, sir, that in every Biate where the attempt to 
abolish imprisonment for debt has been made, that 
it was denounced as but another means for de- 
stroying all the property and credit in the world? 
You could collect no debts; every man would turn 
scoundrel; every man in the community wouid be 
a monster in human shape, an arrant villain, if 
you did not retain the power to incarcerate him in 
prison, because he could not pay his debts. 

] trust, sir, that the men who used that descrip- 
tion of argument, by this time will have become 
So, also, in States where the ex- 
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eriment has been tried of abolishing capital pun- 
ishment, the very same argument has been used; 
and yet facts will clearly show, where the trial has 
pen made a sufficient length of time, that crime, 
eo far from being increased by that act, if it is 
affected by itat all, (butin my judgment it is not,) 
ig decreased. You may go through the whole 
jist, sir, and I say, and repeat it again, you can- 
not finda single instance where the Legislature 
has sought to progress from barbarity, and strike 
out some provision of punishment, incident to 
savage life only, when there have not been men 
enough to rise up and say that ruin would be the 
inevitable consequence of such an act. But, as I 


THE CO 


I 


said before, all this will not deter me; for so long | 


as this statute contains within it the power to pun- 
ish men, even unto taking their lives for disre- 
gard of duty in the Navy, I shall treat all those 
cries of impending necessity as being cries founded 
upon something other than necessity. And now, 
sir, as to the question of policy. What does this 
bill propose to do?) Why, sir, it proposes to con- 
fer upon a single man—and I call the particular 
attention of the Elouse to the importance of this— 
it proposes to confer upon a single man the power 
to be accuser, witness, judge, and executioner, at 
his own pleasure; and upon what plan? 

If we were now about to pass a law to confer 
that power, in civil cases, upon any man, what 
would be the character of the man we should select 
to carry it out? If we were about to enact a law, 
clothing any man with that power in civil juris- 
prudence, what manner of man should we select, 
to confer this authority upon? I say, sir, that we 
should inquire, throughout this Union, for the 
wisest and purest man living; but in this case, it 
is proposed to confer that power upon a man in 
the Navy, who is a man of accident—a man who 
comes up toa position, not from merit, but by 
regular gradation. You give such a man the power 
to be accuser, witness, and executioner; you give 
him the power to place his fellow-man in double- 
irons for thirty days, on bread and water, if he 
can get the surgeon, who is also under his own 
power and authority, to certify that, in his opinion, 
the man can survive the enormity. Now, I do not 
know but I shall vote for such a provision as that; 
but it will be under some stronger and stranger 
argument than any I have heard yet. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, now occupying the 
chair, announced to the House, the other day, 
that he did not intend to help the members who 
had defeated this bill out of their difficulties. I 
am obliged to the gentleman, as much as if he had 
expressed his intention to help us out, if we were 
in any difficulty. If I had voted for such a bill as 


this; if | had voted against the protest of the chair- | 


man of the committee, who wanted to amend it, I 
might think myself placed in some difficulty; but, 
so long as | voted against it—and for such as I 
conceive to be good reasons—I do not apprehend 
myself in any difficulty at all. I do not feel that 
there is any difficulty at all, and, therefore, I do 
not ask any gentleman to help me out of it. 
as I said before, while it will be found by those 
who will take the pains to make the acquaintance 
of all the gentlemen in this House, that they are 
as intelligent, as courteous, and as prudent a set 
of men as ever assembled upon this floor, it will 
also be found that they are as independent; that 


But, 


they act upon their own opinions, and while they | 


will oblige you in any courteous; application for 
your benefit, or that of your State, or locality, 


they will never be flattered or dragooned into any | 


measure that does not meet their individual appro- 
bation. 


’ . . 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Ven- | 


ABLE] remarked, that in his State, a justice of the 


peace had the power to send an individual to pris- | 


on, and, in some cases, to put him in the stocks; 
und that whenever he did that, all the people said 
‘*Amen.”? Upon an occasion, sir, when some- 
thing was said about putting all things under the 
feet, the Apostle said: ‘* It is manifest that he is 
excepted who putteth all things under his feet’’— 
or substantially that, sir. 

Now, sir, I suppose in the Old North State, 
when a man was put in the stocks, and all the 
people cried Amen, it was equally manifest that he 
was excepted who was so put into the stocks. 
Now, although J do not admire the logic any more 
than the taste, which brings forward an argument 
to show that law is necessary here because it pre- 


vails in a State; and although I cannot indorse it, | 


| this case should begin. 


yet I must be permitted to say that this is only a 


| verification of that declaration of wisdom which 


we find incorporated in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, that ** mankind are disposed to 
while ‘ | 


Herahle ~ot} 
Sulferabvie, rathe 


sulle ry 
than to right 
themselves by abolishing the forms to which they 
are accustomed.’’ : 

Sir, if you were to go into the State to which | 
belong, and propose, as a member of the Legisla- 
ture, a law conferring upon the highest judicial 
power of the State authority to place a man in the 
stocks, and then go home and ask to be voted for 
for reélection, you could not find a man who 
would either vote for you or respect you; and yet 
I consider that that argument is not of very much 
value here. s 

Now, sir, not belonging to that class of men 
who think it best to have all temples pulled down, 
I propose to suggest where I think the remedy in 


evils are 


] make itas a sugvestlion, 
not because | hope that Congress, at this day, will 
carry it out, but because | hope that Congress 
will this day begin to carry into the Navy of the 
United States that species of wise humanity which, 
at no distant day, will elevate it to the standard 
that it ought to occupy. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] 
told us that our sailors are made up of all the jail- 
birds and scape-graces of the world, and that to 
suppose that such men could be kept in order 
without whaling them, and troning them, was a 
supposition not only bordering wpon the ridicu- 
lous, but was the very sublimity of ridiculous- 
ness. 

Now, sir, is it supposed that we are to continue 
a policy which brings into our Navy all the seape- 
graces, jail-birds, robbers, and pirates in the 
world, to pay those men their wages out of the 
Treasury of the United States, and then pay our 
officers for spending their time in flogging, and 
ironing, and starving them? In my judgment it is 
much wiser to pursue a policy which will rid the 
Navy of that kind of men—to strike at this evil 
at its very foundation. And as a means—so far 
as my humble judgment goes—and | intend, as I 
said before, not to impose itupon this House in 
anything buta very modest form—I would raise 
the wages of our sailors to a point which will se- 
cure American citizens. When you bring into 
the service of the Navy of the United States 
American citizens, you will find what you found 
when you brought your volunteers into the war 
with Mexico—you will find a man who has a 
character at stake,a man who has pride, who has 
personal respect, and a man who will not only 
discharge his duty in time of peace, but will fight 
as long as he finds himself alive, when there is an 
enemy to be fought in time of war. That is the 
point to strike at. Then, sir, | would strike at the 
system by which men hold office in the Navy. 
Instead of bringing a man up in all cases by grade, 
I would elevate him by merit; instead of keeping 
men in the service, with no power on earth to get 
rid of them, who have no business there, | would 


' provide means for quietly sliding such men out of 


the way as are worse than useless. Give the 
power of selection; let our ships be commanded 
by wise, skillful, prudent, humane men; let our 
sailors be composed of such men as you would 
employ yourself in your own business, and you 
will have no necessity for flogging a man, or dou- 
ble-ironing him, or keeping him on bread and 
water for thirty days. These are my views, in 
brief, upon this subject. 

Now, sir, | understand that the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Mirison] intends to offer a sub- 
stitute for this bill; and although it does not come 
up to my views of what ought to be done, I shail 
have no difficulty in supporting it. If 1 correetly 
understand it, it is better than the law of 1800, to 
which I have called the attention of the House. 
It is more humane. It takes from the bill which 
is now before us, those arbitrary powers in the 
hands of a single man—that man, as I said, se- 
lected by accident, and net for merit, to wield 
those powers, and like the law of 1800, leaves 
them in the hands of courts martial. On this 
yoint T concur entirely with the gentleman from 
Virginia. I expressed myself so the other day, 
and I cannot let gentlemen here place me in a false 
position. I am willing now, to-day, to vote to 
reconsider the vote by which this bill was defeated, 
and to give the House—so far as my vote goes— 
the fullest opportunity to proceed upon the con- 
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sideration of this subject, carefully. [am willing 
to make all necessary concessions to support, as 


far as the litt!e power which I possess goes, a bill 


which shall give as complete dise:pline to the Navy 


as It Is possible Lo give, unt the suggestions whi h 
I have made shall be carried out, and you reach 
this evil at its very foundetion; for I im willing to 
venture a prediction to-day, that this evil never 


you take 
ed no flogging, beca 
have character and self-respect to take care of, and 
sustain. 

Now, sir, in illustration of the point which 1 
am now upon, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 


will be overcome until measures to se- 


cure such men as né ise they 


Evans] very happily, historically, but very unfoer- 
tunately for his argument, told us that the 
who fought on board the *C 
officers—that the crew 
Mr. Speaker, 


that glorious victory was won. 


men 
were 
was chiefly made up of 


onstitution’”’ 


officers. that is the reason why 
Deo you suppose 


that if, instead of that sort ofa erew, jail-birds from 


all God’s creation had composed it, that action 
could have been thus brilhantly fought and won? 
No, sir, experience comesin to sustain the theory Vy 
thatif you are to have an efficient Navy, it must 
be a high-minded and an honorable Navy 

Now, sir, there is another thing that found its 
way into this bill, ind constituted not only one ¢ f 
the « mergenci s, but | rol ibly consututed theo ly 
emergency for pressing it through the House un- 
der the power of the previor juestion, al d en- 
deavoring to force it down our throats, and that 
is the pension provision m if And, sir, it is a 


little remarkable to me, that certain gentlemen 


could have so miraculously changed ther tone of 
argument. One would have supposed, when those 
ventlemen were taunting us with entertaining **a 
sickly sentimentality,’’ that they constituted that 
portion of mankind so accurately deseribed in the 
psalin: 

* Who know what's right, 


Sut always practice what they kuow 


nor only so, 


And yet they turned around upon us in an in- 
stant, and told us that it was monstrous that we 
should object to payll the 


poor sailor », alter he 


had been twenty years in the service, and placing 


him on the pension list Now, I do not know 
whv a man should be pensioned for the leneth of 
time he has been In service, We have ro no 


such principle in our law of pensions. We have 
never yet adopted any such principle, and [| can 
see no reason why weshould. We give 
who have injured in the 
health, or limb, or both. Me n enter the N ivV at 
fifteen years old; they stay twenty years, and 

their health is rood, the y are in the ve ry prime ¢ 
life; and yet you propose t 
You propose, also, to vive them three months’ ex- 
tra pay. Well, I do not object to that, if you can- 
not do better. 
pay every month, for the purpose, as I said be 

of securing the very best men. But if that 
cannot be done, I will give the man extra pay who 
has done well, and behaved himself im the service 
of the Navy of the United States, 

But | ask, again, for what reason—upon what 
principle of public poliey—will you pension a man 
simply in regard to the time he has been in the 
service, without any regard to his necessity? Sir, 
in my judgment, there is no reason, and it only 


men pen- 


sions been service In 


rive tl erm pe neions.,. 


I would rather vive the men extra 


fore, 


roes to show what mere quackery in Jegisiation 
will sometimes lead gentlemen to propose. In- 
stead of striking at the root of this evil—instead 


of cutting this thing up from the bottom, and pla- 
cing men in the service who have reputation and 
character sufficient to induce them to behave them- 
selves, you propose to spe nd your time im ham- 
mering, beating, and bruizing a part, and putung 
the rest on pensions. 

Now, sir, having done all | desired to do; having 
stated briefly the which induced my 
opposition to this bill, and why I think there is 
no immediate, pressing necessity for anything that 
is temporary and partial in its character, [ propose 
to leave the subject, with a simple declaration, 
which is, that there is an existing necessity for 
conferring somew here, upon some committee —and 
I think it most properly belongs to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs—not only the power, but impos- 
ing upon them the duty, to revise and remodel the 
whole system connected with the discipline, rank, 

lace, and pension, in the Navy; to sweep from it 


reasons 


all that does not belong there; to provide for rais- 
" ing up officers of merit, and for turning out those 
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who are a disgrace to it; for elevating the charac- 
ter of the officers, and for elevating the character 
of the sailors; and for placing the Navy of the 
United States in the same relative position with 
the other navies of the world, which the people 
of the United States now occupy with regard to 
the people of other nations. Then, and not till 
then, dof believe you will have a Navy such as 
hall be needed for efficiency whenever the occa- 
sion shall demand. 
Mr. MILLSON. 
has been fully discussed, and as I believe there is 
a genera! concurrence upon all sides as to the pro- 
priety of reconsidering the vote by which this bill 
was rejected, and as [ propose—as the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. Stuart] has stated, if the 
House shall reconsider that vote—to introduce a 
substitute for the whole bill, upon which any fur- 
ther discussion that may be necessary may take 
place, | now demand the previous question. 
The previous question then received a second. 
Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. Will it be in order 
now to move to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table? 
The SPEAKER. It is in order. 
Mr. CABLE. I make that motion. 
Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a question of order. 
1 ask of the Chair whether the previous question 
has not been seconded ? 
The SPEAKER. It has. 
Mr. MILLSON. Then I submit that a vote 


must be taken on ordering the main question be- | 
fore the gentleman can move to Jay the motion to | 


reconsider upen the table. 

The SPEAKER. 
motion to lay upon the table is always in order 
before the decision has been announced by the 
Chair. 

The question was then put, and decided in the 
negative. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid upon 
the table. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 


The question was then taken, and the vote by 


which the bill was rejected was reconsidered. 


Mr. MILLSON. 


reading. 

The question was taken, and the vote was re- 
considered. 

Mr. STUART. It is necessary, also, as I un- 
derstand it, to reconsider the vote by which the 
previous question was ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Certainly not. 


That was exhausted when the question was put. 


upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STUART. It was decided by the Speaker, 
the other day, that it must be reconsidered, 

Mr. STANTON. I insist that it is unneces- 
sary. 

TheSPEAKER. It has been the practice of the 
House heretofore to reconsider such motions. 

The question was then taken, and the vote by 
which the previous question was ordered was re- 
considered. 

Mr. MILLSON then obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRIGGS. [I ask the gentleman to yield in 
order to enable me to move that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Conimittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MILLSON., 
pose. 

Mr. Speaker, when I made the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House rejected this 
bill, I did not suppose that it would involve the 
responsibility of any further action on my part. 
Tam not especially familiar with the subject of 
naval affairs. I have not the honor to occupy a 
place upon the Naval Committee, and | did not sup- 
pose that more would be expected of me in refer- 
ence to any future action of the House than from 
any other member of the majority which defeated 
this bill. Learning, however, from some mem- 
bers of the Naval Committee that if the subject 
were recommitted to them, they probably would 
not alter their action upon it; and wishing the 
House to have the opportunity of giving effect to 
whatseemed to be the views ti decided majority, 
I voluntarily assumed the responsibility of pre- 
paring a substitute, which I shall presently offer 


for the consideration of the House. I by no |! 


means suppose that this substitute will remedy all 


the defects existing in our naval establishment, nor | 


remove the objections which for fifty years past 


have been urged against the articles of war, by | 





As this motion to reconsider | 


The Chair decides that a | 


I now move to reconsider | 
the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third | 


IT cannot yield for that pur- | 


which this branch of our service has been regu- 
lated. 1! design it merely for the present emergen- 
cy. I intend it only as a substitute for the bill 
introduced by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
| which recently passed the Senate for the especial 
purpose of enforcing discipline in the naval ser- 
vice. I concur entirely in the sentiment expressed 
by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Srvarr,] 
that much will still remain to be done; and he will 
entitle himself to the gratitude of his country who 
will undertake the great work of reforming the 
code regulating our naval establishment. 

The substitute which I shall offer is founded, in 
a great measure, though not exclusively, upon a 
bill prepared, as [ understand, by a board of 
naval officers that met in the city of Washington 
some twelve or eighteen months ago, and which 
nassed the Senate during the last session of the 
Phirty-first Congress. That bill was again re- 
ported to the Senate by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, during the present session of Congress; 
and I am very much inclined to suspect that the 
Senate, when they passed the bill which came to 
us a few days ago, supposed they had only re- 
enacted that bill which had received their almost 
unanimous sanction and approbation at the last 
session of Congress. This bill was called up by 
a member of the Naval Committee in the Senate, 
as thesame that had passed that body unanimous- 
ly,and he proposed certain amendments, which 
the Committee on Naval Affairs had instructed 
him to offer. These amendments, however, en- 
tirely changed the whole character of the bill, 
leaving scarcely a single feature of the original bill 
remaining. The substitute, then, which | have 
framed, incorporates nearly all the provisions of 
the original Senate bill that | deemed valuable. 
There are some verbal and some substantial alter- 
ations | have thought proper to make, to w hich I 
shall presently invite thie attention of the House. 
| Before I enter upon an explanation of my own 

proposition, however, permit me to say a word as 
to the character of the House bill, or rather the 
Senate bill, which was rejected by this House a 
few days ago. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Srvart} 
has very properly said that all the powers pro- 
posed to be conferred by this bill are given to the 
commanding officer. But he did not state what 
was the character of the power it proposes to 
confer. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dickins, their Secretary, 
announcing the passage of sundry bills by that 
body.} 

Mr. M. continued. 
the House to some of the extraordinary provis- 
ions of this bill. They are not only arbitrary, 
but utterly vague and indefinite. It proposes to 
confer upon any commanding officer of a vessel, 
not only a captain, as stated by the gentleman 
from Michigan, but upon any commanding offi- 
cer, the power to diminish the rations of petty 
officers and others of inferior ratings. Diminish 
them how much? Sailors’ rations are regulated 
by law. The law prescribes the quantity to be 
distributed to each man. How much is the com- 
manding officer to be permitted to diminish the 
ration of the sailor? t proposes to give to the 
commanding officer the power to restrict the sailor 
to a diet of bread and water. How long? ‘There 
is no limitation upon the power of the command- 
ing officer thus to restrict him. And this bill 
would, therefore, confer upon every commanding 
officer the extraordinary power to restrict the diet 
of the sailor to bread and water during a whole 
cruise of three years. If there be any restraint 
upon his authority in this respect, it certainly is 
not to be found in this bill. It also confers upon 
the commanding officer power to discharge from 
the service, with a bad-conduct discharge, any 
petty officer or sailor. Where there is no limita- 
tion to the power to discharge the sailor, and for 
ought this bill contains, such discharges may take 
place upon the coast of Africa, or in some other 
desert, unfrequented, and inhospitable part of the 
world, where the sailor may be left to perish. 

I will not say anything now about the extraor- 
dinary power given to punish by solitary confine- 
ment for thirty days, in double-irons, and on 
bread and water. I expressed my views upon 
this subject a few days since. But, sir, though 
bad begins, yet worse remains behind. This bill 
authorizes any commanding officer in the Navy 


I will call the attention of 








not only to inflict the several punishments which 
I have mentioned, but it gives him authority to 
impose them all together, for it expressly siates 
that **the commander of any vessel in the Navy 
‘or of any shore station, shall have authority {, 
‘ punish offences committed by petty officers, and 
‘persons of inferior ratings, by any one or m re 
‘ of the following punishments.’’ Hence, if any 
petty officer shall be so unfortunate as to incur the 
displeasure of his commander; if he shall be guilty 
of some real or fancied incivility; if he shal] j} 
any way be sounhappy as to stir up the vindictiy, 
passions of the person set to command him, see 
the extent of punishment authorized by this bill 


y 


to be inflicted upon him by that commanding off- 
cer. He may, after having adjudged the case, 
and pronounced the culprit guilty, address him in 
these words: **l sentence you to be reduced from 
your post of petty officer. You shall, moreover, 
forfeit three months of your pay’’—a sum amount- 
ing in some cases, perhaps, to sixty or seventy- 
five dollars—‘tyou shall then suffer confinement 
for two months from this day; at the expiration 
of that period, you shal! be placed in solitary con- 
finement for thirty days; at the end of that time 


| you shall be kept in solitary confinement in dou- 


ble-irons for thirty days more; at the expiration 
of that term you shall remain in solitary con- 
finement in double-irons, upon bread and water, 
for a further period of thirty days; and then you 
shall be discharged with a bad-conduct discharge, 
in some remote and inhospitable part of the 
world.’? Such might be the sentence, though it is 


| not likely that this would be the language used to 


| convey it. 


| confinement. 


Now, I ask the gentlemen who sup- 
port this bill, could they have understood these 
monstrous provisions when they gave their votes? 
My friend [Mr. Bocock] says there are no such 
provisions. 

Mr. BOCOCK, (interrupting.) I would ask 
the House to hear me upon this subject ata fu 
ture time. The gentleman tells us that a man may 
be put into solitary confinement for something like 
three months, when there is in the bill an express 
clause saying that it shall not extend beyond 
thirty days. 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir; not so. 

Mr. BOCOCK. ‘Provided no such confine 
ment shall continue more than thirty days.”’ 

Mr. MILLSON. That refers to solitary con- 
finement in irons, upon bread and water, and to 
each distinct and separate punishment by solitary 
But I stated in my enumeration of 
punishments, that they are cumulative, and that 
each separate punishment could be inflicted in its 


, order, no one of them extending beyond thirty 


days—the punishment by solitary confinement 


| for thirty days; solitary confinement in double- 


irons for thirty days; and solitary confinement in 
double-irons upon bread and water for thirty 
days. Each of these different punishments may 
be added to the original sentence. But to make 
this matter perfectly clear, I call the attention of 
my friend—and [ am glad to know that he has 


| expressed the views which he has just now inti- 


mated, for I know too well the generous impulses 
of his heart to suppose that he did not under- 
stand this bill, as he declares he does, he would 
never have given it his sanction—I would call 
the attention of my friend to the provision in 
the Senate bill, for which this is a substitute, in 
which it was expressly said, ‘* And such com- 
manding officer may combine any two of these 
punishments, at his discretion.’’ That was the 
language of the original bill. The amendment of 
the Senate, however, strikes out this provision 
which limits the punishments to ‘* any two,’’.and 
gives him the authority to inflict any one or more 


of these punishments at his discretion. And all 


this is to be done without requiring any record to 
be kept; without demanding that the testimony 
upon which the culprit was found guilty shall be 
reduced to writing, or that the punishment itself 
shall be reported to the Navy Department. Lask, 
are these power such as ought to be confided by a 
republican Government to any one man living? 
Sir, I have no hesitation in saying, that so far as 
I am informed, there is not a naval establishment 
in the world, in which these arbitrary powers are 

ossessed by the highest officers in it; and I think 
might say, without exaggeration, there are not 
ten men in the whole of Europe, even including 


| those absolute monarchs whose will! stands in the 


place of law, who possess such authority as is pro- 
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6, tone —— : annette anc — ; 1 


posed to be conferred by a republican Congress | ences of those, if there be any, whose sensibilities The honorable gentleman from North Caroliaa, 


Lich jpon subordinate officers in your Navy. have been blunted by the very system of punish- [Mr. Sranxy,] over the way, will perhaps re 
‘Now, | do not say all this by way of reproach | ments which they may wish to restore. member that | then submitted to him an amend- 
ites » the committee who reported this bill. Very Within a few days past I received a son ecg. ment which t had at that ime prepared, for the 

: far from it. L know they did not put that con- || entitled “* The Naval Institutions of a Republic.’’ purpose of offering it, if | could have had an op- 
ta struction upon the bill which I have given it. I || Its author is Dr. Wood, a distinguished surgeon portunity of doing so; but the debate having been 
und m ready to believe that if they supposed it con- || of the Navy. I will read from it a short extract, closed on the bill, except under the five minutes 
ore ferred the powers which necessarily result from |) illustrating some of the views I have endeavored rule, which allowed no discussion of anything but 
ny t, they never would have given it their sanction. to present: ] ending amendments, | never had it in my powel 


the But I ask gentlemen on the other side, who have 
»mented the defeat of this bill, and the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Venasie,}] who sup- 


submit it. | 
Tennessee, that it is 


“The population of a republican navy consists of the to 
efficient power of Ure crews, or men, and officers ® direct 
aud control it; both equally citizens of the commonwealth 
which they serve,in different but assoeiated capacities. 


from 


impracticable as he 


state to the gentleman 


not so 
’ 
maria 


supposes to organize & summary court 


ive josed that the majority, in rejecting it, had gotten || The arrangements should be such as would secure, in all Whence the necessity for the summary court 
See emselves into a difficulty, from which he would || grades, the best talent, and mental and physical energies, martial? It proceeds altogether from the difficulty 





. . > hie he eount “f wre ‘@ The t s . > > j - Y 

ot assist to eXtricate them—I ask them, if any || Which the country can produce. The relations between | of convening a general court-martial. For what 
F ' has got hi If lificulty » * || these grades, their dependence one upon the other, should jurpose is a Summary court-martial to be organ- 
ffi. ventieman has got himseil into difficuity, on this be just that which would best accomplish the national pur puree at a wd ee ee ae S 3 
Be subject, upon which side of the question will he || pose, for which the Navy is orgamzed and paid, and in ized? ‘The authority given to a commanding offi- 


e found? The bill was hastily examined, and || nothing should the one be made tributary to the personal 


imperfectly understood, or I am confident it would 
not have the approbation of one fifth of 
hose who gave it their vote. 

It may be said, however, that these powers will 
probably not be abused by the officers of our 
Navy. Perhaps not. I do not think they would 
often be abused. I have the pleasure of an inti- 
mate acquaintance with very many gentlemen of 
the Navy. Among them | reckon many of my 
most valued friends. | know their good qualities; 
| admire their generosity of disposition, and | 

ear cheerful testimony to those virtues which 
have endeared so many of them, and the institu- 
tion to which they belong, to*the American people. 
[ have not said one word about tyranny or cruel- 
iy, although the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Evans} was really eloquent a few days since in 
defending the officers ot the Navy against attacks 
which certainly, so far as I heard, no gentleman 
has made against them. 

But still the question 1s, ought such powers to 
be conferred upon any one man, in the blind confi- 
dence that they will not be abused? Are not we 
jealous, and, as a republican people, ought we nut 
to be jealous, of conferring authority, unrestricted 
and unlimited? How, then, if these be the features 
of the bill, can the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 


recely ed 


Ey ANS | say, that ls rejection was the offspring of 


1: misdirected philanthropy? The gentleman him- 
self, on several occasions during this debate, was 
pleased to say that he did not approve the provis- 
ions of this bill, but that he thought it not greatly 
wrong, and preferred to take it, rather than there 
should be no discipline in the Navy. It was be- 
cause the Congress of the United States were un- 
willing to confer too much discretion upon any 
commanding officer of the Navy, and not so much, 
perhaps, on account of their repugnance to the 
mode of punishment, that they abolished flogging 
iltogether. ‘They considered that the power to 
inflict stripes upon any man in the naval service, 
was too great to be confided to any one person. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, upon that subject, my views 
do not greatly differ from those of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Evans] himself. He would 
not restore the punishment of flogging, except 
upon the condition it should be adjudged by a 
naval court-martial. If restored, however, it 
should be reserved for crimes or offenses of an 
infamous nature, some of which are still punish- 
able in this mode in several of the States. But I 
confess my repugnance to the application of this 
species of punishment to trivial breaches of disci- 
pline, involving no depravity of heart, and but 
little moral culpability. 

The gentleman said that very many of the good 
sailors of the Navy themselves prefer the restora- 
tion of flogging. | do not know how the fact may 
be, but [ am not much disposed to contest the 
point. I think it exceedingly probable that some 
of the sailors do prefer the restoration of the lash; 
but it was not because of the presumed wishes of 
the sailors that Congress abolished this mode 
of punishment; and | do not think very much 
regard will be paid to their wishes in respect to its 
restoration. ‘The people of France have recently 
expressed their willingness that Louis Napoleon 
should be their master; but we are not likely to 
become enamored of the despotic system which 
prevails there, because it has been established 
with the consent of the people. No, sir, we ought 
to give such laws to our Navy as shall bear a 
relation to the genius of our Government—as shall 
be in harmony with the principles of our repub- 
lican institutions; and in providing these laws, 
we are not necessarily bound to consult the prefer- 


| tect the 


;} own authority, and yet 


| by which that object might be secured. 
\| the establishment of the summary court-martial. 


pride and arrogance of the other. Definite laws should pro 
rights ot the inferior, or commanded class, and re 
strict the exercise of the controlling power to its legitimate 
use.’ 

The substitute, Mr. Speaker, which I propose 
to offer, provides for the establishment of summary 


| courts-marual for the purpose of trying all of those 


offenses deserv ing greater punishment than a com- 
manding officer is now authorized to inflict of his 
} not sufficiently severe to 
require a general court-marual; it directs that these 
summary courts-martial shall consist of not less 
than three commissioned officers; and in this par- 
ticular it differs from the plan originally adopted 
by the Senate. That bill proposed, that when 
three commissioned officers could not be had, offi- 
cers of or above the grade of passed midship- 
man, might be detailed as members of the court. I 
have thought it best to confine the court in all cases 
to commissioned officers. 

I propose that all testimony given before that 
court shall be given under oath or affirmation, 
and shall be delivered in the presence of the party 


; accused, who shall be allowed to interregate the 


witness. No such provision was expressly made 
in the original Senate bill. 1 then propose, sir, to 


| give to this summary court-martial the power to 


inflict any one of the punishments named in the 
substitute, according to the nature and degree of 
the offense, and not any one or more. I| have 
thought that in reference to a discharge from the 
service, a bad-conduct discharge—— 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question in regard 
I will preface my remarks, Mr. Speaker, 
with this statement, if the gentleman will allow 
me. If it were possible, in my judgment, to or- 
ganize a court summary, or of any other sort, 
upon the quarter-deck of a ship, so as to inflict 
this punishment, under the circumstances when it 
is necessary to inflict it, | should be as ready as 
any other gentleman upon this floor to vote for 
such an arrangement. Now, I ask that gentle- 
man, whether, in organizing these courts, accord- 
ing to his bill, he intends to give the sailor a right 
fair 1 inquire of him whether he in- 
tends to give the right to the sailor of cross-ex- 
amining, and calling up, as many witnesses as he 


pleases ? and whether it would be possible, with 





to that? 


to a trial ? 


| this arrangement, by which the sailor should have 


all the rights which belong to a citizen before a 
court-martial, to maintain discipline in the Navy 
in those emergencies which this bill was intended 
to meet? 

Mr. MILLSON. I respond to the inquiry of 
the gentleman, and answer that it is most unques- 
tionably 
the sailor a fair trial; and though the gentleman 
thinks such a trial cannot be secured upon the 
quarter-deck of a ship, yet | beg leave to suggest 
to him, that the very bill which originally con- 


the object of the substitute to secure to 


tained this provision, was framed by a board of 


officers, as 1 understand, (I do not mean to say 
they acted officially, though I believe they did,) 
convened in the city of Washington, some twelve 


or eighteen months ago; and they saw no such 


| difficulty as that which the gentleman imagines. 


Again: I take the opportunity of saying that I 
have conversed with very many officers of the 
Navy, and they desire the establishment of such 
a tribunal as this; and so much had I at heart the 
establishment of this summary court-martial, that 
two years ago, when the punishment by flogging 
was abolished in the Navy, | endeavored in vain, 
on two or three occasions, to offer an amendment 
I mean 


cer, as the gentleman from Michigan has already 
demonstrated, is sufficiently to enable him 
to correct those ordinary offenses which involve a 
simple breach of discipline; and it is only for those 
offenses which require serious investigation that 
even a summary court-martial is necessary at all. 

But, sir, while cases of this kind frequently 
occur on ship-board, yet if the vessel 
without the limits of the United States, be not 
attached to a squadron, and there be no officer 
authorized to convene a general court-martial, o1 
if the vessel be in some distant part of the United 
States—on the Pacific coast, for instances where 
only the Secretary of the Navy could convene a 
general court-martial, no trial can be now had, 
except after great delay. The object of this pro- 
vision, then, Is to give to the commanding officer 
the power to avoid all those delays, by conven- 
ing a summary court-martial, to consist of three 
commissioned officers; and most unquestionably 
I would secure, in a trial summary 
court-martial, all those rights and privileges which 
are essential to the inquiry whether the accused 
be guilty or not guilty of the offense laid to his 
charge. The right to summon his witnesses 
should unquestionably be secured to him, for it 
would be a mockery, indeed, to convene a court- 
martial for the purpose of determining the guilt on 
innocence of the accused, and yet deny him 
privilege of summoning the witnesses who may 
testify on his behalf, and even of cross-examining 
those brought forward by the prosecutor, 

Sir, the summary court-marual is analogous to 
that provision in our Army, by which a 
court-maruial may be convened, by order of the 
colonel commanding the regiment. ‘The powers 
of the garrison court-martial are not as broad and 
veneral as those bestowed by law on the general 
court-martial, and so I do not propose to give to 
the summary court-martial the 
jurisdiction which is now vested by law in a gen 
eral naval court-martial. The punishments, then, 
to be inflicted by the summary court-martial ary 
discharge from the service with bad-conduct ¢ 
charge, provided, however, that no person s 
be discharged in a foreign country without the 
approval of the commanding officer of the squadron 
to which the person discharged may be attached 
| think that a wholesome and necessary restrictiot 
preventing the commanding officer from leaving in 


rreat 


t} ’ 


before a 


the 


fArrisol 


Sane extent o 





some solitary part of the world any fortunate 
man who might have incurred his displeasure. | 
do not say that any comm ding officer would so 
abuse his authority. I do not think it at ikely 
that any one would doit. I am not consid y 


but it would be 


the subject in that point of view; 


‘ 
degrading to the feelings of any man in the Navy 


of the United States to know that the laws had 
vested such authority in his commanding officer, 
whether he might be disposed to exercise it of 
not. You have many humahe commanders inthe 
Navy, but it is possible that now and then you 
might find a tyrant. The continuity of Trajan 


and the Antonine s might be sometimes broken by 
a Commodus. 

Solitary confinement in irons is one of the pr 
visions of this bill, but not exceeding thirty days 
In other words, I retain the punishm inined 
in the bill recently rejected, modifying one of them, 
however, only to the extent of notallowing acon 
finement on bread and water, to be accompanied 
with a confinement indouble-irons. I omit, also, 
the punishment of the ball and chain. The re 
maiming provisions in the bill do not greatly vary 
from the bill reported to the House by the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs. I have, however, stricken 
out all that portion of the Senate bill—I speak 
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now of the original Senate bill, which passed that 


body at ti [ast session of Congress—that gave 
authority to the commanding officer, to punish by 
solitary or other confinement. I do not deem that 
necessat y, because my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Srvakt}| has already well shown that these pow- 
ers are at this time within the discretion of the 
commanding officer. The power to impose extra 
police and other duty, | omit, because tnat also is 
with the commanding officer at the preset time. 
The right to withhold permission to leave the ship 
on liberty is also given to the captain by the exist- 
Ing law. 

{do not, then, by this substitute, confer upon 
the commanding officer, any additional power, 
or rather the powers specifically mentioned here, 
because, in point of fact, it would not except 
in two cases, be conferring any new authority 
upon him, and in these cases I confess I am un- 
willing to give him any such power, and that is 
the power to diminish the rations of the sailor, 
and to resirict his diet to bread and water. | 
prefer to leave the commanding officer to the 
exercise of the authority vested in him, as my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. Stroart] has so clearly 
shown by the act of 1800; and I will not consume 
the me of the House by repeating his argument, 
although I had brought the book with me for 
that purpose. By the articles of war adopted in 
1800, he has all this authority already, and the 
difference between that authority so conferred in 
general terms by the act of 1800, and the special 
authority proposed to be conferred by this bill is 
this, that where this power is now exercised by 
the commanding officer to put the sailor in solitary 
confinement, Or in irons, it is exercised at his own 
peril, and upon his responsibility to the military 
and civil tribunals of the country. I prefer to 
leave the power so guarded and restrained. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I understand 
the gentleman to say, that the power now exer- 
cised by an officer is under responsibility to the 
civil tribunals of the country! 

Mr. MILLSON. Unquestionably. 

Mr. STANTON, That is unquestionably true. 
I ask if the exercise of power given by this bill 
would not be precisely under the same responsi- 
bility? 

Mr. MILLSON. 
state the reasons. 

Mr. STANTON. The power now given toa 
commander of a ship to confine in irons is given 
by law. ‘This bill does nothing niore. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman will pardon 
me, but this bill does a great deal more. The 
power given by the articles of war passed in 1800 
confers a general authority upon a commanding 
officer to confine his men. The gentleman agrees 
with me in the opinion that he exercises that power 
with due responsibility to the civil and military tri- 
bunals of the country; but where authority is given, 
as proposed by this bill, to adjudicate a crime and 
inflict a specific punishment by confinement not 
exceeding three months, on bread and water, and 
in double-irons, then | say that there is an express 
limitation of the power; and the officer, if he does 
not transcend these prescribed limits, is not liable 
to any other jurisdiction, even if it can be shown 
that he has erred in his sentence. He is not liable 
to any other jurisdiction for inflicting a punish- 
ment that is within the prescribed limitation, and 
which he deems necessary for the punishment of 
the offense. There is a clear distinction between 
the two cases. So long as you confer upon any 
officer in the Navy the right to inquire and deter- 
mine whether a man is guilty—a right to inquire 
and determine whether his punishment shall be 
solitary confinement, not exceeding thirty days— 
then I say, if he does not exceed the prescribed 
limits, he is not amenable to any other jurisdic- 


Certainly not; and 1 will 


tion; because, if he has erred, it is only an error of 


judgment, for which he is not responsible to any 
court upon earth, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman 

Mr. MILLSON, I would be glad to hear my 
friend, but | have some few observations to make 
in reference to another part of the bill, which I 
would not like to be deprived of the opportunity 
of discussing. My remaining time will only allow 
me to call the attention of the House to another 
feature in the bill, to which, as I understand, 
there were very general objections, at least among 
those who voted against the bill—and that is, the 
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power conferred by it to give the sailor after a ser- } this winter, two sailors turned out to ¢ 


vice of twenty years, a pension of half-pay for life, 
| omit that provision m the bill altogether. [omit 
it, not from any indisposition to provide for the 
wants of the sailor—not because l am unwilling to 
secure to the veteran tar those rewards which, after 
a life of hard service, he may deserve—but because 
I believe that the passage of that section of the bill 
might really operate to deprive him of many privi- 
leges which he enjoys at this time. There is no 
necessity for itatall, I have here a copy of the 
regulations for the United States Naval Asylum. 
The first article of the existing regulations pro- 
vides that * it is the object of the asylum to pro- 
‘ vide acomfortable home for disabled and decrepit 
‘naval officers, seamen, and marines, who may 
‘be worthy beneficiaries of the country.”? The 
third article secures admission to such as may 
produce evidence of twenty years’ service in the 
Navy. The seventh article provides an allowance 
of three dollars per month for clothing; and the 
eighth and ninth secure additional allowances, 
amounting in some cases to three dollars per month, 
for pocket-money. 

I need not read the whole of these articles. Suf- 
fice it to say, that under existing regulauons of 
the Navy Department, any sailor who stands in 
need of these benefits, and who has served twenty 
years faithfully, is entited to admission into the 
Naval Asylum. Whaet need of any further pro- 
vision upon that subject? It does not secure him 
half-pay for the residue of his life, but it secures 
him a subsistence, and supplies him witha sufficient 
sum to purchase his clothing, and gives him money 
besides, for his reasonable and ordinary expenses. 
What need is there of giving half-pay to a sailor 
who is supported and clothed by the Government, 
and who has no eccasion, or ought to have none, 
for spending money in any other way ? 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 will state to the gentle- 
man that the law, or rule, governing the admission 
of seamen into the Naval Asylum has been changed 
within a year ortwo. A very short time ago, the 
time of service was fixed for fifteen years, and a 
yerson who had been in the naval service of the 
United States was, after fifteen years’ service, en- 
titled to admission in the Naval Asylum. I sup- 
pose that the regulations which the gentleman 
reads from are not the last. 

Mr. MILLSON. They are. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 will state for the gentle- 
man’s information—— 

Mr. MILLSON. I have only a few minutes 
left 

Mr. FLORENCE. I wish but a moment or 
two, in order to correct the gentleman. ‘There is 
very great complaint, whether reasonable or not, 
[I cannot say, as to the regulations that have been 
made by the superintending power of the Naval 
Asylum. } 
again, unless fixed by law, and other changes may 
extend the time of service to forty years. I pre- 
sume the gentleman was not acquainted with the 
fact that changes had been made. I felt it my 
duty to state what I have. 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 am perfectly acquainted 
with the fact stated by the gentleman, that these 
regulations are not fixed by law, I have exam- 
ined the statutes with express reference to that 
subject. 
tained these reculations from the Secretary of the 
Navy, who handed them to me, that I might know 
what the existing regulations were for admission 
into the Naval Asylum. They are dated the Ist 
of July, 1851, and signed by Mr. Graham. I say 





They have been changed, and may be | 


I will state to the gentleman that I ob- | 


that these regulations now give to all sailors who | 


have served twenty years, and require the aid of 
the Government, the privilege of entering the naval 
asylum, where they are furnished with clothing, 
and have all their reasonable wants supplied. I 
think these provisions are enough. ‘The bill 
which was rejected the other day, could not oper- 
ate advantageously to the sailor until after a period 
of twenty years, because it only provides for the 
admission of the sailor into the Naval Asylum after 
he shall have served twenty years, with good-con- 
duct discharges. According to that provision in 
the bill, therefore, he could never have been ad- 
mitted at all until after the lapse of twenty years, 
and he would have been obliged to fall back upon 
the regulations of the Department until after the 
lapse of twenty years. 


Mr. FLORENCE. There is no regulation for 


| continuing him there; for there have been, during | 


NAL GLOBE. 








he cold 


charities of the world, and if it had not been for 


the extraordinary exertions made to get one of 


them hack—as only one was got back—he would 
have been an inmate of the alms-house. He was 
between sixty and seventy years of age. I state 
that fact to show the necessity of some enactment 
by which the sailor may be secured in his snyo 
harbor. - 


Mr MILLSON. The gentleman must recol- 


lect that the same abuses might exist under the 


system proposed; for if, in the course of twenty 
years, one single good-conduct discharge should 


be refused by the commanding officer to a meri- 
| torious sailor, it would as effectually exclude him 


from the Naval Asylum, under the law proposed, 
as any abuse under the old system. 

I have only to say, in conclusion, that the sub- 
stitute which I propose to offer, provides for se- 
curing to the commanding officers of the Navy all 
the authority which the present law confers upon 
them. I think it adequate to the suppression of 


| such offenses as do not require investigation be- 


fore either a generel or a summary court-martial, 
Large latitude is allowed to commanding officers; 
much discretion is already given to them, and [| 
do not wish, therefore, to add to that authority; 
but, at the same time, I have not thought it at all 
proper to take it from them. 

Mr. BOCOCK next obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to the gen- 


| tleman from Virginia who now has the floor, as | 
| have no doubt the members of the House desire to 
| see the substitute printed, whether it would not be 


better to postpone the further consideration of this 
bill for the present—say till to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to commit would 
keep the bill from going over. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have sent my substitute to 
the Clerk’s table for the purpose of having it read; 
but if it is the pleasure of the House to postpone 
the further consideration of the subject, of course 
I acquiesce. 


Mr. BOCOCK. I desire to be heard in rela- 


| tion to the bill now under consideration before the 


House, as passed by the Senate and reported to 
the House by the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
but the particular time at which I shall be heard is 
not an important matter to me, so it be as speedily 
as possible. I wish to reply to the arguments 
which have been presented by my colleague, [Mr. 


| Mittson,j and the gentleman from Michigan, 


(Mr. Srvuarr.} 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I would sug- 


| gest to the gentleman, if he is not particular about 
| the time, that he should move to refer the bill to 
| the Naval Committee, and then move to go into the 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
It would then come up in the morning as the un- 
finished business. 


Mr. BOCOCK. I should prefer, for the con- 


| venience of the House, that the substitute of my 


colleague should be printed; and, in order to have 
an opportunity of doing that, I now move that the 


| subject be recommitted to the Committee on Na- 


val Affairs, and that the substitute of my colleague 
be printed. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I want to sub- 
mit the original bill, in a modified form, as a sub- 
stitute for the substitute of the gentleman from 
Virginia, and I should like to have it printed also. 

The two substitutes were then ordered to be 
printed. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


On motion by Mr. BOCOCK, the rules were 
then suspended, and the House resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Hissarp in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated, as the business be- 
fore the committee, House bill No. 7, being a bill 
to encourage agriculture, commerce, manufactures, 
and all other branches of industry, by granting to 
every man who is at the head of a family, anda 
citizen of the United States, a homestead of one 


| hundred and sixty acres of land out of the public 


| DunnaM 


domain, upon condition of occupancy and cultiva- 
tion of the same, for the period herein specified; 
upon which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DUNHAM addressed the committee an 
hour in favor of the principle of providing, out of 
the public domain, homesteads for the landless— 
maintaining that such a policy would be not only 








ee 


te ¢ 


morally right, but would conduce to the wealth, 
the power, and the happiness of the nation at 


large. {His speech will be found in the Appen- 


di 


‘Nir. WARD here obtained the floor, but yielded 


oO 
. Mr. LETCHER, who moved that the commit- 

> rise. 
Cries of ** No!” “No!” **No!”} 

Mr. POLK. 1 demand tellers upon that mo- 
tion. Ido it out of no discourtesy to the gentle- 
man, but there are other members who would like 
to speak to-day, if it be not the wish of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to occupy the floor. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Letcu- 
rr’s motion; and upon a division there were ayes 
48, noes 338. ’ 

So the committee agreed to rise. 

The committeeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the homestead bill, and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. POLK. I move that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union Ido it for the purpose of having 
this bill discussed. If we have but one speech 
upon this bill each day, we will never reach a 
final vote upon it. I do not desire to appear, in 
the least, discourteous to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Warp] who has obtained the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise toa 
qi estion of order 

Mr. POLK. And there are gentleman here 
who desire to discuss the merits of the question, 

Mr. MARSHALL. ‘The motion the gentle- 
man makes is not debatable, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Poix] submit a motion? 

Mr. POLK I submit the motion that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, moved that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. HART demanded the yeas and nays upon 
that motion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL withdrew his motion. 

Mr. LETCHER renewed it. 





The yeas and nays were again demanded, but 


not ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman 
who made the motion to adjourn, if he will with- 
draw ituntil we can refer the bills upon the Speak- 
er’s table? There are important bills there, and 
they ought to be referred. 

TheSPEAKER. Any debate upon the ques- 
tion is out of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will with- 
draw his motion, then I will make the motion to 
take up the bills upon the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia withdraw his motion? 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and agreed to— 
ayes 58, noes 33. 

The House then adjourned until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. 

PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate cemmittecs : 

By Mr. CURTIS: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Clarion and Jefferson counties, praying for the establish- 
mentof a post route from Curllsville to Corsica, in Jefferson 
county. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Warren county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Alleghany river. 

Also, the petition of Frederick G. Carey, son of Frederick 
Carey, deceased, praying compensation for vessels cap- 
tured by the French in 1801. 

Also, the petition of the citizens of Potter county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the establishment of a mail route from 
Clara post office to Ellisburg, via Oswayo, in said county. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Indiana: The petition of J. 8. Si- 
monson, in relation to horses lost in the military service of 
the United States. 


By Mr. DOTY: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of 


Wisconsin, in favor of an appropriation for a canal around 
the Sault Ste. Marie, in Michigan. 

By Mr. HARPER: The memorial of Samuel Patterson, 
William Sudeson, and 51 others, citizens of Guernsey coun 
ty, Ohio, praying that the Wheeling and Belmont bridges 
may be established as post roads, and permitted te remain 
at their present height. 
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By Mr. EASTMAN: Resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Wisconsin, in relation to a ship canal around 
the Sault Ste. Marie, between Lake Superior and Lake 
Huron. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Lafayette county, Wis 
consin, for a mail route from Shullsburg to Mineral Point 

By Mr. MACE: The remonstrance ot EB. H Halliday and 
65 others, citizens of Lafayeue, Ludiana, against the exten 
sion of the Woodworth patent 

Sy Mr. rhe petition of citizens of Northampton, 
Fulton county, New York, praying a donation of public 
lands, &e., in aid of the Sackett’s Harbor aud Saratoga Rail 
road. 

By Mr. MINER: The petition of Abram Drury, assistant 
marshal for thirteenth subdivision, State of Vermont, for 
extra compensation for taking the Seventh Census. 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: The petition of the directors 
and stockholders of the Steubenville and Indiana Railroad 
Company, for a portion of the public lands for the aid of the 
completion of said road. 

Also, the petition of E. MeGuire and 100 other citizens 
of Carroliton and vicinity, for a mail route from Carrollton 
to the Wellsville and Cleveland Railroad at Bayard, Ohio. 
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Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 

Mr. WELLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Fayette county, Indiana, praying that the pub- 
lic lands may be granted in limited quantities to 
actual settlers not possessed of other lands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, five petitions of residents of San Franeis- 
co, California, praying the remission and refund 
ing of duties on foreign merchandise destroyed 
by the great fires in that city in the years 1850 
and 1851; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of 
William Moss and Matthew Moss, praying a 
higher rate of compensation than that allowed 
them in consequence of a mistake in their propo- 
sals for carrying the mail; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Maine, recommending that the as- 
sistance of the Government be extended to the 
European and North American Railway Com- 
pany; which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASS presented two remonstrances of citi- 
zens of Detroit, Michigan, against the further 
extension of Woodworth’s patent for a planing 
machine; which were referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

| FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 

Mr.HALE. I holdin my hand, and have been 
requested to present to the Senate, two petitions 
of inhabitants of Pennsylvania—one of them very 
numerously signed—for the repeal of the fugitive 
slave law. I had intended, in presenting them, to 
address some remarks to the Senate as to the 
practical operation of that law—as to the board of 
official ten dollar judges, who have been spawned 
into existence by it—as to the reptiles in the shape 
of attorneys and witnesses that it has called up. 

Sut as the whole subject in relation to all the com- 
promise measures will be before the Senate in a 
few days, I intend to defer until that time what | 
have to say; and let the petitions take the usual 
course. 

The PRESIDENT. 

| table. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to which was referred the 
petition of Gideon Hotchkiss, praying an extension 
ofa patent rranted to him for certain improvements 
in water-wheels, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a billfor his relief; which was read and passed 

| to the second reading. The report was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which was referred the peti- 
tion of Eliza M. Evans, praying to be allowed 
interest on a sum of money advanced by her father, 
Colonel Anthony Walter White, during the rev- 
olutionary war, submitted a report, accompanied 

by a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Anthony W. White, deceased; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives to amend an act entitled 
** An act providing for the sale of certain lands in 
the States of Ohio and Michigan ceded by the 

\| Wyandot tribe of Indians, and for other purposes,”’ 


They will lie upor the 


991 


approved 3d March, 1843, reported it back without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
Was refe rred the bill trom the Liouse ot Repre- 
sentatives for the relief of James W. Campbell, 
of Pike county, Missouri, reported it ba 


k wath- 
out amendme 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, the report accom- 
panying the above bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives was ordered to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the memorial of Johnston Lykins, 
asking the passage of a law giving him the privi- 
lege of working, for a limited time, a tin mine 
which he had discovered; the petition of J. H. 


} 


Jones; and the memorial of Hannah Dutton, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion thereof: which was agreed to, 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


nance, to which was referred the bill to su 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1852, re- 
ported the same, with amendments; which was 
ordered to be printe d 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the memoral of 
Brevet Major H. L. Kendrick, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 





read, and passed to the second reading he re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to which 


was referred the memorial of John Tucker, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read, and passed to the second 


reading. The report was ordered to be printed 

o which 
was referred the petition of J. Boyd, of Louisiana, 
submitted a réport, accompanied by a bill for his 
’ 


relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. ‘The report was ordered to | 
Mr. DOWNS, from the Commiuiuttee oI the Ju- 


diciary, to which was referred the message of the 


} 
He also, from the same committee, t 


e printed, 


President of the United States in relation to pur- 
loining public papers, reported a bill in addition 
to the several acts for the punishment of crimes 
against the United States; which was read, and 
passed to the second re ading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of the inhabitants of 
Washington city and county, praying the enact 
ment of a law for the punishment of trespasses 
on private property, reported a bill to prevent 
malicious mischief and protect property in the 
District of Columbia; which was read, and passed 
to the second readin P. 

He also. from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives for the relief of James Lewis, reported it 
back without amendment, and, on his motion, the 
Senate proceeded to its consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole; and no amendment being 
made, it was reported to the Senate, ordered to a 
third reading, and was read a third time, and pass- 
ed. The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to James Lewis 4316, as witness fees and 
mileage, for attending the United States district 
court for the eastern district of Virginia. The 
witness was brought from the Sandwich Islands 


to Norfolk. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CLEMENS, by unanimous consent, ob- 


tained leave to introduce a bill to establish the 
subdivisional lines and corners of certain fraction- 
al sections in the southern surveying district of 
the Stateof Alabama; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and, with the aecompany- 
ing documents, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. BRADBURY, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill to extend the ben- 
efits of an act entitled ** An act to establish an 
uniform rule of naturalization, and to repeal the 
to the 
wives and children of citizens; which was read a 


acts heretofore passed on that subject,’’ 


first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
GUNPOWDER DEPOTS. 
Mr. FISH submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 
Resolved. That the communication from the Secretary of 


War in relation to the establishment of dep5ts for the preser- 
vation of gunpowder be printed for the use of the Senate. 

































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































6) 
YY 
REPORT OF ENGINEER ELLIS ON COAL. 

Mr. PRATT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to the Senate a copy of the report of En 
gineer Ellis, of his test of coals made at the navy-yard in 
Washington, in May and June, 1851. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. There isa bill upon the 


table which cannot sere» give rise to question 
or debate. IL ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
take it up at this time, as | believe there are no 
special orders which are to be pressed now. I 
move to postpone the previous orders, in order to 
take up the bill to release from reservation and 
restore to the mass of public lands certain land 
in the State of Arkansas. 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope the Senate will not 
agree to postpone the previous orders, with the 
view of taking up that bill. It is not a matter of 
much urgency. 1 would like to avail myself of 
this occasion to make an inquiry of the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings, 
whether it is designed at an early period—and | 
think it ought to have been done before this—to 
vall up the joint resolution making an appropria- 
tion for the extension of the Capitol? There are 
many interests involved in that measure. The 
season is passing away when the workmen ought 
to be at work. They are men who have come 
here on the invitation of the agents of the Govern- 
ment, who are out of employment, and are anx- 
ious to be again engaged. I very much hope that 
the committee may feel it to be their duty to press 
upon the Senate at least the consideration of the 
subject. [ should like to know from the chair- 
man, what is the condition of that subject, and 
when we may expect him to ask the Senate to 
consider it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam not the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings, but 1 am the only 
member of that committee present. I regret to 
say that the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Wurr- 
comB,] who is the chairman of the committee, has 
been absent some time on account of sickness. 
Individually, | feel very anxious that the joint 
resolution referred to should be acted upon 
once, 
son has now commenced, when we ought to be 
engaged init. It ought to be known whether or 
not we are going to continue the work, and I 


at 
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If we are to go on with the work, the sea- | 


should be very glad to have the subject considered | 


to-day, if possible. 

Mr. MANGUM. I would ask 
Senator from Arkansas, with no disposition at all 
to interpose any objection to his bill, to withdraw 
his motion for the present, and allow an opportu- 
nity for considering this other question. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope chat the apportionment 
bill, which has been discussed, will not be put 
aside for any other. It is a question of great Im- 
portance, and ought to be acted upon at once. The 
whole nation is interested in having the apportion- 
ment completed, and I hope the tll to which I 
have referred will be taken up and disposed of 
to-day. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. When I made this mo- 
tion, | was not aware that there were any bills of 
pressing urgency before the Senate, which would 
ve interfered with by taking up my bill. 1 can 
assure the honorable Senator trom North Caro- 
lina, that I shall not press its consideration so as 
to interfere with any of the general or special or- 
ders, particularly with that in which he feels so 


the honorable | 


much interest. If this bill should be taken up, | 


and should give rise to question or debate, which 
I cannot anticipate, | would postpone its consider- 


ation, if it interfered with any other measure. It | 


seems to me that we are consuming more ume in 


the discussion of these preliminary questions than | 


it would require to consider some of these bills. 
i hope the gentleman will let me have my bill taken 
up and disposed of to-day. 

Mr. HUNTER. I merely rise to suggest, that 
perhaps we might come to an agreement to take 


up the joint resolution in relation to the Capitol | 


extension to-morrow. Let the Senator from Ar- 
kansas have his bill taken up to-day, and then let 
us goon with the apportionment bill, and finish. 
it before we adjourn. If we could have such an 
understanding, I think it would facilitate the prog- 
ress of business. 


Mr. RHETT. I have no sort of objection to 


| 
i 








the arrangement which the Senator from Virginia | 


proposes. Inasmuch as the State of South Caro- 
lina is interested in the apportionment bill, and I 
shall be compelled to leave here to-morrow night, 
I hope the rule of the Senate will not be departed 
from, but that we shall to-day take up the appor- 
tionment bill and finish it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I propose not to take up the 
joint resolution in relation to the Capitoi until after 
the apportionment bill is diposed of. 1 ask that 
by general consent, the resolution in relation to the 
Capitol may be set apart for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The motion is to take up 
a specific bill. It has nothing to do with the ex- 
tension of the Capitol or the apportionment. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I do not desire to interpose 
any objection to the wishes of the Senator trom 
Arkansas; but | desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to one fact. It is nearly two months since 
a day was fixed for the consiaeration of the bill to 
indeinnify the sufferers from French spoliations. 
Many other bills have since been considered by 
courtesy. I wish a day fixed for the consideration 
of that bill. Ido not wish to be constantly pre- 
senting the subject to the Senate, and having other 
matters interpose. [ ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to take up the bill this morning, for the purpose 
of assigning some day—say Monday next—for 
its consideration, and allow us to vote on it then, 
| hope a day may be fixed when it shall be con- 
sidered, and that it shall not yield to any other 
bill. I only ask the Senate, if they do not feel 
disposed to fix a day for the consideration of the 
bill, to give me the yeasand nays. Ido notdesire 
tointerpose any objection to the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas; but we have not time, within 
the three or four minutes left before one o’clock, 
to consider it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall ask the Senate to take 
up the deficiency bill on Monday next, and there- 
fore | hope Monday will not be fixed for the con- 
sideration of the French spoliation bill. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘This constant discussion 
about other matters has no relation to the question 
before the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. This discussion takes more 
time than it would to dispose of some of these bills. 

Mr. SMITH. I was about to make some re- 
marks on the question to which the Senator from 
Maine referred. 

The PRESIDENT. That has nothing to do 
with the subject-matter now before the Senate. 
The Senator from Maine cannot make the motion 
which he intimated until after the proposition of 
the Senator from Arkansas is disposed of. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will permit us 
to take up theapportionment bill, It is now with- 
in five minutes of the hour for the consideration of 
the special order, and it will be impossible to pass 
the bill of the Senator from Arkansas in that 
time. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I did not think that there 
would be such a discussion on my MOON as to 
take up the whole of the morning hour, and I 
therefore withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GWIN. I now move to take up the ap- 
bill. The Senator from Maine can 
make his motion as well after that is disposed of 
as before it is taken up. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I hope the honorable Sen- 
ator will withdraw his motion, to allow meto have 
a day fixed for the consideration of the French 
spoliation bill, It will occupy no time to fix a 


portionme nt 


day. 

Mr. GWIN. With the condition that it is not 
to occupy any time I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BRADBURY. | now move that the pre- 
vious orders be postponed for the purpose of taking 
up the bill I have named, with the view of assign- 
ing a future day for its consideration. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Maine whether this bill has not already been 
made a special order? and whether it does not 
now stand on the list of special orders? 

Mr. BRADBURY. 1 will answer the honor- 
able Senator. A day was assigned for its consid- 
aration almost two months ago; but we have yet 
been unable to consider it, because courtesy has 
allowed other bills to be taken up before it. 1 
design now to fix some day when it shall be cour- 
tesy to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT. 
orders now. 


Mr. GWIN, 


AL GLOBE. 





it is among the special 


The bill of the Senator from | 


April 7, 
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Maine is a special order now; and therefore | 
hope the Senator will not ask to make it a double 
special order. 

Mr. SMITH. Is it not competent for the Sen. 
ate to fix a precise day for the consideration of 
that bill? 

Mr. PRESIDENT. When a bill is deferred 
to a subsequent day, and made the special order, 
it stands among the special orders, but is not the 
first. When that day arrives, if there are any 
special orders preceding it, they must first be dis- 
posed of, before it can be taken up. 

Mr. DAVIS. I beg leave to ask the Chair what 
special orders there are before this bill? 

The PRESIDENT. The first special order js 
the bill which has been mentioned by the Senator 
from California—being the unfinished business. 
The next is the bill to establish a navy-yard and 
depot in the Bay of San Francisco. The nextis 
the bill to improve the navigation of the Upper 
Mississippi. The next is a joint resolution in 
relation to the printing of the returns of the Sey- 
enth Census. The next is a joint resolution 
expressive of the sympathy of Congress with the 
Irish exiles. And then the bill to provide for the 
ascertainment and satisfaction of the claims of suf- 
ferers by French spoliations, 

Mr. BRADBURY. I desire to make this bil] 
the special order for Monday next, at a quarter 
before one o’clock. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 would inquire further, 
whether or not it is not competent for the Senate, 
now or at any time, to take up that special order 
by a majority vote? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. ATCHISON, Then why insist on fixing 
any other day, when it is within the control of 
the Senate at any time? There can be no neces- 
sity for it. Itis not only unnecessary, but worse 
than unnecessary. ' 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to 
the honorable Senator from Maine, that, by post- 
poning the bill to a subsequent day, it throws the 
bill behind all the other special orders. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Then I withdraw my mo- 
tion, and give notice that on Monday next I shall 
propose to call up that bill, and shall ask the yeas 
and nays on the question of taking it wp for con- 
sideration at that time. 


APPORTIONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill supplement- 
ary to ** An act providing for the taking of the 
‘seventh and subsequent censuses of the United 
‘States, and to fix the number of the members of 
‘the House of Representatives, and provide for 
‘their future apportionment among the several 
*‘ States,’’ approved 23d May, 1850; the question 
pending being on the queda offered by Mr. 
SRADBURY. 

Mr. RHETT. Ihave an amendment which I 
presume will be in order, to strike out all of the 
first section of the bill after the words ‘* Depart- 
ment of the Interior,’’ and insert ig lieu of them: 

“« Provided, That the State of California shall be entitled 
to two representatives, in accordance with the act admitting 
said State into the Union, until the next actual enumera- 
tion of the inhabitants of the United States.’’ 

So that the section will read: 


“That the Secretary of the Interior proceed forthwith to 
apportion the representatives among the several States, in 
accordance with the provisions contained in the twenty- 
filth section of the act of 28d May, 1850, according to the 
returns of population which have been completed and re- 
turned to the Census Office in the Department of the Inte- 
rior: Provided, ‘That the State of California,” &c. 


The PRESIDENT. It will not be in order 
until the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
is disposed of, 

Mr. RHETT. I shall bring it forward at the 
proper time in some shape. I will state to the 
Senate the grounds on which I suppose they 
should act inthis matter. Ido not think the ques- 
tion is surrounded with as many embarrasments, 
as some Senators suppose. In the first place, when 
the census ect was passed, it fixed a certain num- 
ber to constitute the House of Representatives. 
The object in limiting the number and fixing it be- 
forehand, was to get rid of the contests, and con- 
tinual heart-burnings that arise from the strifes of 
different States to get an additional Representative, 
in consequence of their fractions, I was a mem- 


ber of the House of Representatives, when the 
last apportionment bill was passed, and I may say, 
that there was no measure at that session which 





